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PROCEEDINGS and DEBATES 


OF THE 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 

la die FOURTH SESSION of the 
Seventeenth Parliament of Great Britain, 

Appointed to be holdcn at Westminster, 
On Thuiisday, the 25th of November, 1790. 


Tuejdayy llji January. 

oxT a quarter paft diree o'clock. His Majefty came down to the 
Houfe of Peers ; and being feated on the Throne, and the Com- 
mons attending. His Majefty was pleafed to deliver a moft gracious 
Speech from the Throne, [for which fee the Proceedings of the Houfe 
rf Commons^, 

His Majefty having retired, Lord Grenville laid on the table, 
copies of treaties which had been entered into between His Majefty 
and feveral foreign Powers. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR, from the woolfack, then read 
His Majefty's Speech, and the Qerk afterwards at the table. 

Lord STAIR rofe to move the addrefs. His L^rdftiip, in his 
exordium, exprefted himfeif fenfible of his inability to acquit him* 
fclf with that perfpicuity neceflary to enforce what he ^^uld have 
the honour to propofe to their Lordftiips. He felt it, however, not 
only his duty, but that of every man at the prefent important crifis, 
to imprefs, not only on their own minds, but that of the people. 
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4 PARLIAMENTARY A. 1794. 

the fentiments contained in his Maje^'s moft gracious fpeech. 
When he conlidered the misfortunes of a neighbouring country, 
where the miferies naturally attendant on anarchy and confufion 
continued to prevail, and contemplated the fecurity afforded by the 
Laws iid the Conftitution of Englan^l, he conceived that it would 
be degrading in the extreme, to his country, to draw a comparifon 
between the two nations. It was indeed, he obferved, unneceffary to 
fay a fingle word on the advantages which the people of Great Bri- 
tain enjoyed above all others. With refpedl to the fentiments 
breathed in his Majefty's moft gracious fpeech, thefe muft alfo meet 
the approbation of ^eir Lordfhips, when tLey confidcred the ftate 
of affairs with refpeft to France, at the period when we engaged in 
the war, and what it appeared to be, and was at prefent. When, 
in confequence of the aggreflion of the French, we engaged in hof- 
tilities againft that diftrafted country, (he was in poffeflion of all 
the Netherlands, had taken Nice and Savoy, and threatened Italy 
with invafion. - The odier powers of Europe were (hocked and 
amazed at her fchemes of aggrandizement ; but, infplred by our 
interference, thofe powers, with the additional hopes of retributiort, 
profecuted the war againft France with vigour. The confequence 
,was, that the Netherlands were recovered, and Valenciennes, which 
the National Convention admitted was the key to France, furren- 
dered to the combined efforts of the allies, and the brave and fpi- 
rited exertions of the Britifti. Defeated on the Rhine, driven from 
Alface, their armies deftroyed, Valenciennes in the hands of the 
' Auftrians, and the fouthern provinces exhaufted : in fuch a fitua- 
tien, furcly we could not have hefitated to«profecute tlie war with 
vigour. And here his Lordfliip remarked, as a farther ftimulus for * 
the profeojting another campaign, it (hould be rcmemberfed, thai 
wc have got a footing in St. Domingo, which, under the prefent 
wife AdminiftraticMi/ he had little doubt would be followed by the 
Conqueft of that great ancj valuable ifland. In addition, he did not 
believe, at thi$ moment, in any one of the French fettlements in 
the Eaft Indies, that the French flag was flying, and he muft briefly 
remark, that the fituation of the war at prefent, bore the moft ^ 
{>rol|)erous and hopeful afpect for this country. He next callqd 
the attention of dieir Lordfhips to the fuccefs of the Britifti navy» 
fence the memorable battle of La Hogue, tK^re wa« never a rilore 
diftkiguifticd or brilliant maritime enterprife accompliftied, than 
what had been accompliftied by Lord Hood ; hot that the afiair at 
La Hogue was to be compared to what this country had gained, by 
the burning the enemy's fliips at Toulon, and bringing away nn 
triumph others. The arfenal and deftru^tion of the naval ftotes of 
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the fecond jeapoit in France, was a circumftance that fhe cannot 
repair fiar years. Thefe were fafts that muft have great weight 
with their LorcKhips, and imprefs on their minds the fentiments 
contained in las Majefty's »ioft gracious fpcech, arid the impolicy ,of 
reiinquifliing a war in which France never (bffercd fo great a ferie^ 
of nAifchief. It was aifo a pleafing confidcratio'n for thc;ir Lord- 
fliips, that while die French were thus crippled in their naVy, ours 
never fuflPered lefs, and our marine was never on a more refpcdable 
footing, nor better able to prote<ft our coafts and trade from the de- 
predations of our enemies. It would be idle and culpable not to 
accofd' with his Majefty in his fentiments, for he had now the 
power of erufliir^ France, and to prevent her for years from trou- 
bling Europe. Her nilers, in addition to this, have afted with, the 
looSt unparalleled depredations in their pwn country ; they have 
eraicd Lyons, the firft manufafluring town in France ; they hav0 
det^mined that Toulon ihall (hare the fame fate ;'but they fpare() 
Bourdeaui, on condition that every man of property fhould deliver 
it up, under the pain of being maffacred if he concealed his riches. 
La Vendee was without a houfe or a human creature, and every 
inhabitant attached to l(^alty, fell a victim to his principles. Foy 
fwttity miles round that province had been ravaged, and throughout 
France there was no fecurity for liberty or life. Manufadlurers 
were torn from their looms, and fent to the war, and the grain was 
f^zed from the poor, M'ho were left to languifh and ftarve, whilp , 
Aeir property, and the means of exiftence were diftributed among 
^e troops. In addition to'thefc affli<Slions, her inernal trade was 
dcftroyed, and therefore he wiOied to alk the advocates for peace 
iiow was it poflible for a country thus diftreffed, and fo fituated, 
could carry on a war againft the cqmbined powers and riches of Eu- 
rope? Revenue, he infifted, (lie had not;- and if flie had, there 
were none who dare coUeft the impofts. Her lands had been fold 
and re-fold by her rulers ; a fccond time they had plundered her 
churches, and as to the forced levies, many had reludantly left 
Paris, but there were few who would return. War, he confeffed, 
fiKHild not be the Objeft of a commercial country^ it was what every 
prudent said good ftatefman (hould avoid, but there were cafes in 
which it would be deftrudlion not to have recoiu-fe to this extfemity. 
And here he requefted the attention of their Lordfhips, while 1^ 
obferved, that though our manufactures might receive a temporary 
check in confequence of the lofs of the French markets, and the flate ' 
of Europe on die Continent, yet Spain and all the nations ^at wa^ 
«g2dnft FraiKC was open to our manufactures, which would more 
ttoi compcnfate for the loffcs fuftained in confequence of exiftii 
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hoftilities with that country. In the Weft Indies we had^been re- 
markably fuccefsful ; and his Lordihip aiTcrted, as a circumftance 
which he had juft heard, that fo effehtially had our war with 
France increafed our confequence in the Eaft Indies, " That the 
cargoes which had lain on hand without a bidder during the pre- 
vious feafon, now brought a profit of cent, per cent, to the 
owners." Who, then, he aflced, would call upon the nation to 
relax in her efforts to fubdue a nation, that had alnioft, from thp 
wickedncfs of her own rulers, fubdued herfelf ? Was there any 
noble Lord, who, for the fake of a momentary repofe, would wiih 
the future fecuiity of a permanent peace ? Who, he aflced, would, 
venture to wifh for peace, when the confequences may be the intio- 
du61iori of anarchy and confufion into this happy country? If 
France were to depart from thefe, and fue for peace, it would be 
then probably a feafonable time to hearken to her propofals ; but, 
in the prefent (ituation of affairs, he was convinced that nothing 
but the moft vigourous perfeverance would fecure permanent tran- 
quillity, and prevent the mifchiefs with which, by a premature 
cefTation from hoftilities^ this country was menaced. ImpreiTed 
with thefe ideas, and approving of every fentiment expreffed in the 
fpeech from the throne, his Lordfhip moved an addrefs, which was> 
as ufual, the echo of the fpeech. 

Lord AUCKLAND conceived, that as every noble Peer muft 
feel with the noble Lord^ who had fpoken laft, the propriety and po- 
licy of the fentiments contained in His Majefty's moft gracious 
fpeech, it was unneceffary for him to confume much of their Lord- 
Ihips' time, in enlarging on a fubjed which had been fo amply il- 
luftratcd by the noble Lord who moved the Addrefe, which he would 
have the honour to fecond. In taking a view of the fubjedl, he 
would abftain from acrimony of exprcffion ; the crimes and calami- 
tics of Fraficc were fuch as to beggar all language, to outrun the 
imagination, and to fct defcription at defiance. He would equally 
abftain from details ; ' the miferies and mad exceffes of the French, 
had fo long abforbed every other fubjedl of thought and converii^- 
tion, and that it was not eafy to fuggeft any thing new refpeding 
them. He would endeavour to appreciate the real fituation of af- 
fairs. If that fituation were well underftood, he could with confi- 
dence repofe himfelf for the final refult of the war on the wifdom of 
Parliament, on the good fenfe of the people of England, and on 
that general attachment to our happy conftitution^ which fo remark- 
ably difplays itfelf in the prefent crifis. His opinioQS would lead 
him to offer to the Houfe, on the fuUeft refledHon, a chearful view 
of the ucftion and reafonable grounds of hope j perhaps the Inge* 




A. 1794. DEBATES. 5 

nmty of other noble Lords i¥ould offer the ' reverfc. He then reca- 
pitulated the advantages gained ; he laid fojne ftrefs on the import- 
ance of the frontier towns of France, taken by, and ftill in the pof- 
feffion of, the allied armies. With refpeft to the French colonies^ 
there was reafon to believe that many of the moft valuable of them 
would foon belong to Great Britain. He was not inclined to con- 
fider the French navy as contemptible ; but our navy, by the effi- 
cient exertions of the Admiralty, was become indifputably and 
greatly fuperior ; he believed he might add, that more men had 
been raifcd for the Englifti navy, in tfie coiirfe of the laft twelve 
months, than in any year of any former war ; and recently a blow 
had been given to the naval power of France, (in thofe feas where 
(he lately rode triumphant) to an extent which, in ordinary tunes, 
would have been thought a full compenfation for the expence of a 
whole campaign : he would add, that many confiderable Powers had 
joined us in a caufe which affefts die honour and effential interefts of 
cveiy Government of every defcription. If we could flop here, he 
faid we might flatter ourfelves with a fpecdy return of that tranquil- 
lity which had lately been driven from men's bofoms, and in the 
place of which the French had prefented the mod hideous dream of 
fedition, rapine, and murder. We muft, however, look to the 
pofition of the enemy, as well as to our own ; and he confefied 
himfelf to fee with anxiety, though not with difcouragement, the 
new invention of raifing an armed force by the operation of popular 
tyranny. The rifing in a mafs was certainly a terrible expedient, 
and the more fo, as it could not be imitated by other nations who 
retain a refpeft for law, juftice, and humanity : but it carried with 
it its own antidote, as it would not eafily be repeated, as it exhaufts 
the country which employs it, and as it prepares the minds of men 
for a more rational mode of government, 'He could render juftice 
to the talents of the prefent leading regicides, and to the ability widi 
which their combination againft God and man, againft the liberties 
and religion of the world, had been formed and conduced. It was, 
however, the preffure of their crimes and of their fituation which 
had prompted them to this defperate and unheard-of exertion.—* 
They liad ufed conHfcation, imprifonment, and maffacre, as the 
means of filling their treafury, of enforcing their paper currency, 
and of completing their armies, Hiftory (hewed examples of great 
nations over-run and fwept from the face of the earth by hordes of 
baibarians ; in ' the prefent age, all the ferocity of barbarifm had 
been engrafted on the corruption pf poliftxed fociety, and fupported 
by the modem arts of war, by all the advantages refulting from the 
force of language, and the invention of printing j and above all, by 
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that pcrvcrfion of principle which feeks the dcftniflion of every 
thing vahiableor refpedable ; jind certainly, no army can be more 
fonnidabic, whilft itlaftg, than an army of robbers and nfiurxicrers# 
Perhaps it was no paradox to fay, that . agaiiul fuch an army^ thQ 
jartJgrc^s and refult of the war would not encirely depend on the tmoi- 
bcr oi our vidories, or on the extent of our conquefts. The fureft 
mode, perhaps, would be, ih our refifti;ig their progrefs, till they 
ihould ultiirardy defeat thcmfelves by finking under their own un^ 
natural exertions. Under fuch a ftate of circumftances, would any 
noble X'Ord advife His Majefty to open a negociation for a peace or 
for an armil^ice ? SuA a propofition was big with abfurdity, folly, 
aftd difhonour. It fuppofed a compa<3 with men who, by their 
perfidious feizure of our merchants' property, contrary to the com- 
mercial treaty, have (hewn thenrfclves regardlefs of pid^lic faith, and 
who have eftablifhed it as a principle, that what they call a*frcc 
people, ought not to be reftrained by any oompad whatever* Sop- 
poling a treaty to be made with them, would it be poQible to diiarm 
oh the faith of fuch a treaty ? Would it be expedient, for the fake 
of fuch a treatt}% to renounce the profpcds which we now have of 
taking their foreign poffeflions ? They have declared that they will 
-build large fleets : in fuch a moment, aod with a great fuperiority 
cm our part, would it be wife t6 withdraw our fleets, in ordor to 
gplve to France the means of completing hers ? There wa$ another 
poffible mode of condu6^, but fo grofsly difhorK>urable, that he was 
aihamed to mention it ; he meant the withdrawing our armies from 
the Continent ; the confequcnce of which would be, that the Aiif- 
trian Netherlands and the United Provinces would fell into the pof- 
feflion of the regicide hordes, and of fuch malignant and defperate 
adventurers as might be collcdcd from every other nation. From 
that hour,, every port now open to our trade between Denmark and 
France, would be in the fame ftate as the' unfortunate town of 
BourdeattX ; and all the ports of Holland would be crouded with 
pirate veffels, manned by the refufe of France, and paid by the 
pillage of Amfterdam. It had happened to him to fee th^ near ap- , 
•ftfoach o£ the calamity which he was now defcrihing : it had been 
pievcnted by the x wife excrtioas of the King's Minifters and of the 
Rqittfalic v£ Holland ; but from what he had fince feen in General 
Dumouder s printed correfpondcnce, it is evident, that if the French 
army haA fuccecded in palling the Moerdyck, their General would 
have employed with qffcdl the richts, refources, and local advan- 
tages of the United Provinces, and would have mocked every efibrt 
to drive him again out of Holland. Lord Auckland here faid, that 
he laid ftrefs on this pointy beeaufe he though iixax much nUift de- 
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pcnd on maintaimng the C6ntinehtal wiff with the utmoft vigDur 
and efiedt ; that there was. no other mode of efFeclaally crufliing the 
unprovoked hoftilities which France had begun, and was driving 
sgainft us : that there were poffible cafes of infular policy, in which 
our interefts might differ from thofe of the Continent ; but hs 
would venture to affert, that the day whidi (hould fee the Audrian 
Netherlands and the United Provinces completely poffeffcd l^ 
France, would not long precede the general confufon of Eiiropr, and 
ultimaltly the downfall of Great Britain. He might, perhavs, b« 
afkcd whether he would continue the war, fo long as the confufions 
of France (hould continue ? He would anfwer, that the war had 
not, on the part of England, been a war either of ambiti )h or ex* 
pediaicy, but of ftriS neceflity ; and that he would continue it not 
fo long as the dbnfafions of France (hould continue, but fo long as 
tixA ooafafions fhould profefs and ftruggie to extend themfclvcs over 
every other country. Our fituation called for the union of what4 
ever was wife and refpcftable in Parliament; for the union of all 
the -power, faculties, and exertion of the nation. He fth ftrong 
hopes that the event would be decidedly favourable to our pn;fjicrlty 
andfecurity. He faw France deftroying herfclf by cxcrtii^ni?, which, 
he truftcd. would end in her ru!n, before (he could effectuate the 
ruin which (he malignantly fought to carry to other nntions ; he 
6w her beggared by the dereli6tion of her manufadlufcs, commerce, 
and agriculture ; torne by civil diffentions, depopulated by main- 
taining fourteen armies, by famine, by emigration, by a general 
depravity of manners ; and above all, by that permanent maffacre 
which had prevailed from the 2d of September, 1792, and which 
was called in France " a continued exercife of a Revolutionarv 
Power." Nor was it poffible that (he could long maintain her 
expence,- without taxes, or the power of impofing taxes. It ap- 
pears, by the late reports of the Convention, that her expences inr 
pne month are equal to the war expences of England in a year.— ■ 
On our part, the profpcft was the reverie. The interior of the 
kingdom was opulent and profperous ; new markets were opening 
for our merchants and manufa6lurers in the' Mediterranean and in 
the Weft Indies ; and our income was fuch, as to have produced 
in the laft year a larger fum than was ftatcd by Mr. Pitt in 1 7 9 1 as 
the probable peace revenue. Laftly, there was fome encourage- 
ment in the confcioufncfs of a juft and righteous caufe. On the 
whole, he trufted, and was perfuaded, that, by the bleffing of God, 
Great Bi'itain would add to the beft and brighteft pages of her hiftory, 
the glory of prote6fii^ the independence of Europe, and of preferv- 
ing the "whole fyftem of civil aqd religious lociety, and the exifting 
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and future ages of mankind, from the miferies^ with which the 
French pcftilence has menaced them. His Lordfliip concluded by 
feconding the motion for the addrefs. 

Lord GUILDFORD. It is impoffible that any noble Lord in 
this Houfe can refufe to congratulate His Majefty upon the bravery 
of his army and navy. It is impoffible that any perfon can withold 
his congratulations upon the fuccefs of His Majefty's arms by fea 
and land, and it is equally impoffible that any loyal fubjeft fhould 
wifli to keep back that aid which may be neceffary to obtain every 
juft and honourable objeft that His Majefty may be in purfuit of ; 
but when it is propofed to fupport His Majefty in the profecution of 
the war, it becomes the dignity and wifdom of this Houfe to con- 
lider the objed and end of it. When it was firft propofed in this 
Houfe to profecute the prcfent unfortunate war yfixh vigour, and 
when we met here laft, the avowed objeft of it, and that openly 
profeffed by His Majefty's Minifters, was the protcdlion of our al- 
lies, and the fccurity oiF thefe kingdoms; but forry anr^Fto fieir 
from the noble Lord who moved, and the noble Lord^wJio^^fecond- 
cd the addrefs, and who may be confidered as in fom?m'eafiire obn-' 
nedted with the Minifter, ' that that obje(ftri>y^'which^nqt^*nl9jIa 
Lords were induced to affent to the«war, is now cijahged,/'and no-* 
tjhinglefs is profeffed this day than the reftoration of Monarchy, as 
it was eftabliihed under the old Government.* It is 6f 'Utt^e confc- 
quence in ^vhofe perfon it is to be eftablifhed, and vain are the ef- 
forts, if they are made only to fubftitutc Calonne for Roberfpierrc 
or Danton. When Lord Hood negociated with the Tou^onefe, 
and when they were induced to receive him into their port, it was 
nader the cxprefs ftipulation of fupporting the Conftitution of 1 789 ; 
but of the Conftitution of 1789, which has been proj)erly ftiled a 
" Magnificent fabric of human wifdom and virtue," and againfl: 
wliich our allies on the Continent have declared war, we this day 
hear not a word. If my Lord Hood was not authorifed to propofe - 
the terms which he offered, his public declaration to the people of 
France is a fcandalous refledlion upon the Government of this coun- 
tr}^ Does the addrefs propofe that we (hould profecute the war for 
the protection of our allies } Has Holland once entered into the- 
minds of His Majefty 's Minifters, or the noble Lords w^ho with fa 
much eloquence fupported the addrefs ? It is but too obvious from. 
the language which tliey have ufed, that the objeds which they have 
in view are widely different from thofe by which they lured the 
Public into this unfortunate war. Let us, however, for a moment' 
fuppofe that the end which they wifti to obtain is the, protedion of 
Holland and of Great Britain againft the incurfions of the Ejrcnch 
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Republicans, give me leave to zfk your Lordflilps, whether this 
end could not have been as effefhisdly obtained, and much more 
eflPei^ually obtained by negociation than by warfare ? Was it not 
propofed to them, before we were plunged into the horrors and de- 
vaftatlon of war, to try the experiment of negociation ? When thai 
had failed, it would have been time enough to commence hodili- 
tics ; and there are few, I believe, who are not now convinced 
that the ikfety of Holland would have been better fccured by the 
conciliating voice of our Ambaflador at Parisi than by the thunder 
of cannon. It may be faid, that the moment I allude to was not 
the moft favourable, that the French were at that time fo elated 
with their a(fa>ni(hing and before unheard-of fucceflfes, that they would 
have liftened to no terms which the dignity of Great Britain, and 
her good feith to her allies, could have permitted her to offer. The 
hifiory of diat period, and the language and efforts of her Mini- 
fters, Ambafladk>rs, and Generals, afford acomplete refutation of fuch 
an afferdon. But let us even bere again concede to thofe who are 
of this opinion. We know of another period, the circumftances of 
which can give no fupport t» fuch an ai]gument : were they not fuf- 
ficiently humbled in the courfe of lail fummer, by a retreat as fpeedy 
and difaflrous as their march was rapid and victorious— When 
their army had been half deflroyed, and the remains of it had))cen 
almoft totally diforganized— When they had been driven from Bra- 
bant, and had been unfuccefsful from Weftem Flanders to the 
Rhine — ^When feveral of their provinces had been invaded, and 
their moil important fortreffes had been fubdued, is there a noble 
Lord in this Houfe who does not in his confcience believe that they 
would have been eager to liften to fuch terms of peace as became the 
ijgnity and juftice of this country to offer ? If infolence is too often 
the attendant of profperity, adverfity is generally accompanied by 
nioderation and humility. Much has been faid of the lignal advan- 
tages we have gained over them, and the certain profpeft we have 
of a fpeedy peace, by vigoroufly exerting the ftrength and applying 
the refources of this country in the profccution of the war. Our 
advantages, I much fear, will be greatly counterbalanced by the 
cxpences we have incurred, and the lolTes fuftained by our traders 
and manufaflurers. If we alfo compare the conqucfts made by the 
allies with the prefent poiition of the French armies, it is much to 
be feared, that the former have not much to boaft of. May it not 
reafonably be inquired, whether we 6ave not already obtained the 
end which we propofed ; and after the obtaining of which. His Ma- 
jefty's Minifters repeatedly and folemnly declared they would purfue 
fivery meafure that fhould tend to procure a fpeedy, fafe, and ho- 
VoL. XXXVIII. ' C 
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nourable peace? Our allies, the Dutch, are in pcrfeft fecurity. 
The French have been driven from their territories, and confined 
within limits, beyond which we ought not to attempt to pafs. The 
noble Lords admit, that they have^nade the moft ftupendous efforts, 
and fuch as have aftoniflied all Europe ; but this, rifing in a mafs, 
fay they, cannot be repeated. It is a violent convulfion which 
muft exhauft the nation, or, at leaft, fo far weaken it, as to bring it 
to a low pitch of humiliation. The fame caufes, my Lords, will 
produce the fame effefls. The preffure of an invading enemy only 
bends the bow to giv^ the arrow a greater force. Their extenfive 
territories ' we are all acquainted with ; their vaft numbers, and 
great internal refources, are unqueflioned ; and whatever may be 
their diffenfions and maffacres, we find them capable of bringing 
into the field, troops that have fuccefsfully oppofed the beft difci- 
plined armies in Europe. What reafon have you to believe, that 
thofe troops which they will oppofe to us in the next campaign, will 
be lefs difciplined, or wbrfe appointed than thofe we have already 
had to contend with ? Hiftory teaches us that experience makes 
the foldier, and pra<3ice often leads to viflory. The cruelties 
praflifed at Lyons, which have been painted in fuch glowing co- 
lour? by the noble Lords, and to no one are they more abhorrent 
than to me— The deftrucflion of that firrf manufaduring city in the 
world, as they* have called it — the maflacre and baniftiment of 
its numerous inhabitants to the interior provinces, all forming, as 
they fay, a dreadful prelude to the fate of the not lefs celebrated city 
of Toulon — ^The wars and murders of La Vendee, the fined pro- 
vince in France, are urged, to fliew that the French are fo reduced 
t)iat they cannot long refill the formidable powers of the allies. — 
Here let me again alk, whether the defolation of La Vendee, and 
the deftruftion of thofe once famed and flourilhing cities, will en- 
courage other provinces to revolt againft the exifting Government 
and induce Bourdeaux, Marfeilles, and Dunkirk, to expofe them- 
felves to the fame exterminating vengeance ? There is another ar- 
gument adduced to encourage us in the profecution of the war arifing 
from the deftrudtion of the (hips and naval (lores at Toulon. The 
noble Lord who moved the addrefs fays, that this alone will com- 
penfate us for all our lo(res and cxgences incurred during the war ; 
and whatever may be their future form of Government, they will 
not for many years, perhaps an age to come, be able to difturb the 
tranquillity of this country. To eftimate our gain by the lo(res of 
the French is not the moft accurate method, of calculation. I can-, 
not fe^ how the reducing of France to poverty will enrich. Great 
Britam ^ and I ihali have occafion to ibew prefently. that It will 
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have a contra^ effedh Was it for the purpofe of making a partU. 
tion of FKtficc amongft the allies, that we (o benevolently interfered i 
Was it then, for the purpofe of deftxx>ying her wonted confequcnce, 
that we fo humanely interpofed our fleets and armies in behalf of 
Louis XVII. ? Is it to reduce her for the future to the loweft de- 
gree in the fcale of nations^ whatever may be her form of Govern- 
ment^ that we are to profecute this difa(fax)us war ? Our allies 
may, perhaps, owe us fome obligations if this be the cafe ; but no 
Frenchmen of any defcription, Royalifts or Republicans, can thank 
us after having diifcovered this cloven foot. The arguments fug- 
gefted in favour of the continuance of the war may in general be re* 
duced to two heads z The policy of it, and the neceflity of it.— • 
Th& policy of it, if there be any, muft be foupded upon fome pre- 
fent gain, or future advantage that we are to reap from it. Cir- 
cumftanced as the two countries are, our intercft would be promoted 
by its profperity, rather than ruin. A neighbouring nation, dcfo- 
lated .and impoveriflied, can hold out no advantage to this country, 
whofe profperity depends upon the flourifhing ftate of her trade and 
commerce. If you dry up the refources of France, you dedroy 
your own markets. If you defolate her, (he will have no commo- 
dities to exchange with you, or monpy to purchafe what ycJU have to 
fell. But be the policy what it may, if it be not founded in jufticQ 
and in honour, it fhould be fpumed by a nation hitherto famed for 
thofe diftinguUhed virtues. The arguments adduced to prove the 
neceflity of continuing our warlike operations againft France, may 
be reduced to three heads. It is faid, that we muft go on, 

Firft, Becaufe it is neceffary to oppofe the progrefs of the French 
arms. 

Secondly, It is neceffary thereby to prevent the propagation qf 
French principles* 

Thirdly, We muft perfevere, until fucha Government can .bo 
efiablUhed diat will induce us to treat, under the faireft profped^ of 
obtaining a lafting^ and honourable peace. 

I mean not to deny, my Lords, that the progrefs of the French 
arms was at one time very alarming. It threatened the annihilation 
of the Dutch, our mdl valuable allies ; and if it had not hcei% 
timely checked, it might have endangered (I fcruple not to fay it) 
the ialvation of this country. The IJjate of things is however, now 
quite reverfed ; the French are feparated from them by a fqfficient 
diftance; and fome regard ought to be paid to their public declsO^- 
tions, via^. ^^ That they do not mean to interfere in the ^nt^TJ^ 
Government of any country, nor will they make wiar upon any na^ 
tioA that is not the aggreffo^. But h^vc His Majefty's Miniftc?* 
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calculated the force and the refourccs by which they arc to accom- 
plifli this important end ? Much reliance, no doubt, muft be placed 
upon the afliftance of our allies, who, as thefpccch exprefics, have 
entered into an almoft general confederacy; but our hopes cannot 
be much brightened by the profpeft of alTiftance from thofe whom 
we are obliged to fubfidize for their own prcfervation. It is notori- 
ous to all Europe, that the refources of Auftria are exhaufted. The 
Emperor can no longer leyy frefli impofts upon his fubje<fts, and he 
is left to the precarious fupport of private benevolences, and the 
^oyal contribation of individuals.: As to the King ofPruflia, his 
diftrefles are no fecret in Europe. It is well known that he either 
cannot, or will not contribute any material afliftance to another 
campaign. From whom he expefts afliftance I know not; but I 
know the Parliament of Great Britain will hefitate before they tax 
their own huft)andmen *andmanufa6turers, to eafe the burdens of the 
pcafantryof Brandenburg. But it is urged, that we muft at any 
rate prevent the importation of French principles, that are deftruc- 
tivc of the peace of every civilized, and well-regulated Government. 
The doftrine is not more exploded, that you carmot make converts ' 
by the fword, than that you cannot prevent the diflfemination of po- 
litical, or any other principles, by the aid of arms. But what more 
apt means than thofe ufcd by the allies could have been devifed to 
fpread thfe falfe philofophy of the French, which is juftly reprobated 
by every wife and good man? If you wifli to crufli the Jacobincs of 
this country ; if you defirc to render abortive the machinations of a 
Britifli Convention ; if, my Lords, you would imprefs upon the 
minds of His Majefty's fubjefls, a fenfe of the ineftimable bleflings 
refulting from our excellent Conftitution of King, Lords and Com- 
mons, prove to them that they have a Government that will fecure 
to them their liberty and property, together with all the advantages 
of peace and profperity. It is in vain that you tell them the Britifti 
Conftitution is the wifeft and beft that was ever framed, you muft 
make theip feel that they aftually enjoy under it thofe advantages 
which it is calculated to afford them. 

Laftly, It is faid that you have no perfons to treat with who have 
the power or inclination to fecure to you a lafting peace. If I were 
afked who thofe are with whom we ought to open a negociation, I 
would anfwer, thofe men (be ihey whom they may) who have the 
tlire(5lion of the arms and of the force of the country. 

I cannot fufpedt that there is a noble Lord prefent who is not con- 
vinced, that if you offer them terms which are fafe, they will clofe 
with you, and the treaty, which it is their intereft to conclude, the 
fkme intereft will bind them to obferve. No difficult ought to arife 
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irom the form of the Government mth which I propofe you (hould 
n^pciate peace. We are at peace with Governments that bear a 
fbong refemblance to that now exifting in France. We have treated 
with diofe of the fame defcription, and we are adually in alliance 
with Dantzick. I ihall, therefore, fubmit an amendment to be 
inferted after the third or fourth paragraph of the addrefs. His 
Lordfliip then read it to d\e following eSeAi << That this Houfe 
do thank His Majefty for the gracious declarations which he has 
been pleafed to make of the views and principles by which he is 
guided, in the profccution of the prefent war ; but they hoped His 
Majcfty would fcize the earlieft opportunity to conclude a peace, by 
which the permanent fafcty of his fubjedts, and the independence 
and fccurity of Europe may be provided for ; , and that they humUy 
hope no difficulty may prevent the attainment of fodefirable an ob<- 
jed from the form of Government which may be eftablilhed in 
France." 

Khali only trouble the Houfe, added his Lordfhip, with one or 
two more obfervadons. The refources of this country are unquef- 
tionably great, but it behoves His Majefty's Minifters to reAeGt on 
the inevitable loffcs which wc have fullained fincc the commence- 
ment of hoftilities, and the heavy diftreffes under which our manu- 
fadurers, and all the lower claiTes of the people labour. When 
new burdens are laid on, i believe their ability to fuftain them has 
not been eftimated. However the war may terminate, there is no 
poflibility of our being reimburfed ; and when it may terminate, the 
noble Lords can only form a very uncertain guefs. One thing 
appears clear, viz. that there is no probability of its ending fuccefs- 
fully, under the management of thofe who have the prefent direc- 
tion of it. If we muft go on, let the bufinefs be entriifted to thofe 
who have abilides to condudl it more fuccefsfolly; and if, from the 
juftice of the caufe in which we are embaiked, we have reafon to 
hope for the interpofition of him who is the ruler of the nations of 
the e^irtb, let us feek for agents to whom he may be more propitious 
than to thofe who have hurried us, and wiih to plunge us deeper into 
die miferies of this ill-fated war. 

The Duke of PORTLAND faid, he felt it fo ftrongly incum- 
bent upon him to give fomcthing more than a iilent vote upon the 
occaiion, that he was thus early anxious to offer himfelf to their 
Lordlhips' notice. He had, at the commencement of the war laft 
yeaf, acknowledged his opinion of the juftice and neceffity of it ; 
and he was now more convinced of both. He thought it the duty 
of every man to concur in Ihengthening the hands of Government, 
as a vigorous profepution of the war appeared to him the only means 
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in this country. The peop\c faw too dreadful an example hi France, 
to imitate their conduct here. He condemned the condudl of Mi- 
niftry in rejedling all negociation with France ; that alone which 
could fave the blood of Europe, and terminate thofe dreadful cala- 
mides. The noble Duke hinted, that he thought Lord Spencer 
fomewhat fevere upon the noble and honourable perfonages with 
whom he had formerly aSed. He adverted to what the noble 
E^rl had faid of facrificing party connexions, and paid fome hand* 
Ibme compliments to the Member of Parliament fuppofed to have 
been alluded to. 

Earl SPENCER explained, that he did riot mean to impute im- 
pipper motives tp any man, but that it appeared to him that thofe 
perfons to whom he had alluded aded honelUy and confcientioufly, 
on principles on which he as honcftly and confcientioufly could not 
zGt ; he thanked the noble Duke for having given him the oppor- 
tunity of this explanation, and (hould feel very happy if, in confe- 
. quence of any thing that had been faid, fuch principles fliould be 
completely difavowed. 

The Earl of DERBY, in voting for the amendment of the noble 
Earl, declared it to be his wifti that it would admit of even yet 
ftronger language, fo that he could bring his mind to fome fixed 
point or cbndition upon which his Majefty's Minifters might be 
induced to fay they were ready to negociate for fo defirable an ob- 
jcft. He expcdled that Minifters, or their friends, would have 
defined the objeft.of the war: As for his part, he could not con- 
ceive why it was continued. Was it to extirpate republicanifm, and 
^ftablifli royalty in France r If fo, we muft wait for the extirpation 
of every man in it ; till then, we could not hope to accompHfli our 
objeft. ' He had been told of the flourifliing ftate of oiir revenues 
by one noble Peer, and he was informed, what had appeared to 
him rather ftrange, that it had equalled any year of our peace efta- 
t)lifhment, and this, as an inducement to continue the war. 

[He was told here, tiiat the average of four years was only 
meant, as ftated by the Committee of 1791.] 

Lrord Derby remarked upon this, that though he gave the noble 
Lords full credit that they believed this to be the cafe, yet the affer- 
tion did not bring very complete convidtion to his mind — at any 
rate, the exceedings of revenue were no argument for protracting 
the war. He was not in the habit of communication with his 
Majefty's Minifters, and therefore he could not afcertain the Amount 
of our lofles in men on the Continent, but he could ftate, that the 
fufFerings of our manufadlurers and traders were very great by tliis 
deftru<3ive war* In that part of the country where he lived he 
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found that no lefs than 1 2,000 ipsn were drawn from the looms 
into the militia ; and allowing what a noble Lord (Auckland) had 
faid;» that the revenue was in a flourifliing ftatc, yet had all the 
perfons employed in our armies abroad been employed in our trade 
and manufa£hiresy the revenue would certainly have increafedy the 
national debt confequently dimmiflied, and the trade, of this coun- 
try flow with a larger abundance into the marts of the commercial 
world. His Lordihip took a farcaflic view of die Aatement given 
by authority of the tranfadlions at Toulon ; he noticed a palpable 
fuppreflion of certain circumftances deteded by a reference to paf- 
fages, which were communicated on a previous occafion by the 
. writer. He did not fee what advantages we were to derive fix)m 
this war ; it was very plain that we were fighting for the aggrandize* 
ment of the Houfe of Auftria, nor was it even afcertained that they 
would profecute the war much longer. He inquired what had been 
the condufl of our allies, and their means of carrying on a war ? He 
demanded to know if Auffaria was not crippled in her refources, and 
whether the Emperor had not notorioufly been difappointed in his 
application for the voluntary aids of his fubjedls ? If he looked to- 
wards the King of PrufTia, did his declared poverty promife a wider 
extent of warlike preparadons, and a much larger duration of his 
afliftance i He had declared that he would not enter the field again 
unlefs paid by this nation. Would this nadon confent to diat, as 
it had already confented to pay the King of Sardinia for proteding 
his own kingdom, and even gone farther, for it was now engaged 
to prote6t his fea-ports. RufTia had, indeed, joined in the opinion 
that it was a common caufe, in which all kingdoms and every 
people were alike interefted ; but her good wifhes were the fole aids 
fumiihed by that enlightened and liberal potentate. When he 
thQught of the powers we were made to fubiidize, to defend their 
own dominions, he was at fome lofs to conceive how far this com- 
plaifance might carry us— Would our refources, impoverifhed as 
they muft naturally be, fufBce to keep up the bankrupt armies of 
all Europe?-— His Lordfhip too remarked, that we could have 
fmall reliance even upon the gratitude of our fublidized allies ; cer- 
tain powers of this defcription had thought proper, not merely to 
evacuate a fort, but to quit a town without leave, and confulting 
only their perfonal fafeties, difregarded the grand obligation of that 
.common caufe, for their co-operation in which they were fa libe- 
rally paid. His Lordftiip was very firenuous for a pe^ce ; arid 
in refped to the perfons with whom we were to treat, which has 
all along been the obftadc offered by the friends of this war, it was 
Yoy natural to conclude that we muft treat with perfons who art 
Vol. XXXVIII. £> . ^ 
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cntrufted with the Executive power of France, with the perfons 
with whom we are at war. All nations had hitherto deemed it fafe 
to treat with ,the ruling power of a country, by whatever means it 
had attained that power ; his Lordftiip abhorred the atrocities they 
had committed, but was of opinion that the love of peace fhould 
predominate over every other confideration, and it was the duty of 
Minifters to efFeft it, which if they neglefted, they would be an- 
fwerable for the confequences. • 

The Earl o^ KINNOUL (Lord Hay) voted for the Addrefs, 
and (aid he would give Adminiftration his moft firm and zealous 
fupport to profecute the war. 

The Earl of MANSFIELD declared, that hefliould not have 
prefumed to trouble their Lordftiips at fo late an hour, if he could 
have contented himfelf with a filent vote upon that important day. 

I fhall not, added he, tire your Lordfhips with the idle repetition 
of fentiments which I have more than once declared ; I will only 
fay, that if among many fignal advantages, there have been fomc 
unfavourable events, if unforfeen obftacles have obftru6Ved the prq- 
grefs of the arms of our allies, thefe circumftances operate upon my 
mind only as additional incentives to engage me to give to the Go- 
vernment of my country, my feeble, but moft cordial and zealous, 
fupport, in the profecution of this juft and neceffary war. I give it, 
my Lords, in the reafonable expeftation, in the full confidence, that 
Minifters will fteadily purfUe the line of condudl fo clearly and fd 
ftrongly marked in His Majefty's fpeech from the Throne, which, 
as we all know, is, in the language of Parliament, their fpeechv 
I give it, in the confidence that they fee the extent, and feel the 
weight of the duty incumbent upon them, that they will a6t up to 
the occafion, (a greater this country never faw) that with fteady per- 
feverance, with ms^nly fortitude, with wife, fpirited, and well-di- 
redted exertions, they will profecute the war, till the great objed^ 
of it fliall be attained. It gave me much fatisfadion to find thofe 
objedts fo clearly pointed out in the fpeech from the Throne, as I 
have often been apprehenfivc that they are not fufliciently uriderftood 
by the country at large ; nor is it always remembered how eflentially 
this war diflPers from every other in which this naftion has been en- 
gaged. This point has already been (pokert t6, (hortly, but very 
forcibly, by my noble friend, (the Duke of Portland*) As to the 
origin of the war, it began by the unprovoked a^reflion of France, 
as your Lordftiips all know. It is continued, not from motives of 
refcntment, not merely to obtain fatisfadlion and indemfhity for our- 
felVcs apd our allies for the injuries .received. That is, no doubt,r 
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vm feature in this bufinefsj but not the principal feature, as I con* 
cciye. 

This is not, my Lords, ti war of ambition orconqueft; or, if it 
be a war of ambition, it is the nobleft ambition that ever abated 
the mind of man. Its great obje(5l is to reftore the bledings of or* 
der and Government to France, and, by that reftoration, to fecure 
to ourfelves, and the reft of Europe, thofe bleflings which order and 
Government can alon6 beftow. Our great aim is to reiift and de- 
feat the wild attempts of thofe who have declared it to be their deli- 
berate purpofe to dif organize Europe, as they call it; that is, tofub- 
vert this and every other regular Government; to trample upon all 
property; to break all the ties of civil fociety ; to deprive men of 
' every prefent comfort, of every future hope, and reduce them to 
the fame wretched level with themfclves. We wage war with 
thofe who are not our enemies alone, but who have declared them- 
fdves Hofles Humani Generis^ by their avowed confpiracy againft the 
general interefts of mankind. 

I recolleft at the moment, that in a vapouring letter, .addreffed 
by a Mf* fouche to the Committee of Safety, he fays. Let the Re-- 
public a£t as one great volcano pouring forth its dejiruftive lava upon this 
infamous ifland. Strong as the expreffion may fecm, it is inade- 
quate; it gives an imperfcdl idea of the mifchief they intend, and 
would certainly bring upon iis, if God, in his vengeance, fliould 
give them the power. 

Torrents of lava, as we all know, work but partial deftruflion ; 
but if they could efFedl their purpofe by the diffemination of their 
principles> the contagion of their example, and the introdudtjon of 
anarchy like theirs, the certain confequcnces muft be (dreadful as it 
is to think of, and painful to utter) immediate univerfal ruin. 

Having detained your Lordfhips perhaps too long upon the origi- 
nal motion, I will now, if the Houfe is not flred, apply myfelf to 
the amendment propofed by a noble Earl, (Earl of Guildford.) It 
is painful to me to differ from that noble Lprd, for whom I have 
the higheft perfonal refped, and to whofe friendfhip I confider my- 
felf as having a fort of hereditary claim.. But no perfonal regards 
can be permitted to warp our opinions in moments like thefe. 

His Lordfhip then added, tfiat if he had been at all fuccefsful in 
ftating the true objefls of the war, it was clear that the amendment 
propofed militated againft them all. By endeavouring, faid he, to 
catch at momentary delufive repofe, you would double all the evils 
you wifli to rejel; you would, in a word, furrender the fortrefs, 
by receiving t k? enemy witliin its walls. But, with the indulgence 
pf the Houfe, I will go a little deeper into the fubjeft. t contend, 
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that a lafting peace with France, in its prefent iituatlon, is imppfll. 
ble in the nature of things. It is, my Lords, to my mind, as clear 
a propofition as any in Euclid, that you cannot treat, you cannot 
make alliance widi anarchy. The noble Earl has faid, very truly, 
thgt you may treat with an ufurper, and has given fome inftances 
where we have done fo. Kiftory fumiflbes us many more ; moft of 
the great nations of Europe treated with Cromwell, but Cromwell 
had permanent power. There, my Lords, is the true diftindion. 
The condition^ of peace arc, in their very nature, lafting engage- 
ments. You cannot, then, in fenfe and reafon, enter into fuch 
engagements with thofe, who, from the inftability of their fituation, 
have no profpedt of being able to perform that for which they engage. 
I again repeat, non meus hicfermo *. You may, and, under tfie 
prefent circumftances, I think you muft, wage war with anarchy ; 
peace and alliance with her you cannot make. How frequently the 
feene has fhifted in France, your Lbrdftiips need riot be told. Con- 
fider for a moment who they were with whom you muft have treated, 
had you attempted a negociation fome months ago. What is be- 
c6me of thofe leaders now? Not only their power is gone, they 
have vanifhed from the fcene; they have fallen by the keen edge of 
that tyranny which themfelvcs contributed to raife ; guiltlefs, per- 
haps, of the crimes for which they fuffered, they periftied by the 
moft equitable of all laws. Necis artifices arte perirejua. Would 
Roberfpierre and hi? adherents have thought themfelvcs bound by 
any engagements the Girondifts had formed ! Is there -more ftability 
in the condition of Roberfpierre and his crew? Why ftiould that be 
fuppofed? Is it becaufe there has been more rapine, more plunder, 
jnore cruelty, more violation of every right, more flagrant outrage 
of every kind? Would they, whoever they (hall be, who overturn 
this tyranny, to fubftitute a tyranny of their own, refpeft the condi- 
tions of a peace macie by the tyrants they had depofed ? 

Having dwelt upon this topic for fome time, his Lordfliip went 
on to fay, that one of the mofl; moderate orators of the Affembly had 
ufed this expreffion : Let Britain awake y and we will ajjiji her to get 
rid of Kings^ I hope, my Lords, this and every fubfequent day 
will (hew that Britain is awake; that (he /eels the warmeft gratitude 
for the numbcrlefs blefTmgs we enjoy under the illuftrious family 
called to ^the Government of thefe kingdoms, and which, I truft, 
Ihall govern them as long as time endures. We have learned, 
from long and happy experience, that, for a great country like this^, 
limited Monarchy conftitutes the- beft and wifeft Government tha^^ 

yide Briflbt*s pamphlet, 
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can be framed. We know, and did know even •before the iad e^^ 
ample of prance, that a \vild j^nd lawlefs democracy is the fharpeft 
tyranny that can be endured by man. But, my Lords, with all 
reverence to Monarchy be it fpoken, and no man can revere it more, 
he has a very narrow and imperfeft idea of this great conteft, who 
conceives it to be merely tlie caufe of Kings. No, my Lords, it 
is a much greater caufe ; it is the caufe of order, of Society, of Go- 
vernment, of religion, and law, againft that wild phrenzy that la- 
bours to fubvert and deftroy them all. Having formed a powerfid 
confederacy to oppofe a barrier to fuch madnefs, (hall England dc- 
fertthe caufe? Shall England abandon an alliance framed for fo great 
a purpofc, for the attainment of fo noble an end? Forbid it every 
principle of reafon and policy; forbid it every fentiment of honour, 
every feeling of humanity ! 

I cannot fit down, my Lprds, without cxpreflling the great fatis- 
faftion with which I have heard the fentiments delivered this day 
by feveral of my noble friends. Their conduft upon this great oc- 
cafion, would raife their charafters in the public eftimation, if, in 
the public eftimation their cbaradters could be raifed. With regard 
to myfelf, I will once more repeat, that my yery feeble, but zealous, 
fupport, (hall be given to Government in the profecution of the war. 
It is given on the fuUeft convidion the heart of man can feel. { 
have confidered this great fubjeft in every light to which my limited 
view can extend ; I have weighed it again and again in the filence 
of retirement, in the abfence of every paflion, and without any par- 
tial biafs I can difcover. I have frequently difcuffed it with thofe 
with whom I fo much love to agree, and hav^ found my fentiments 
confirmed by their better judgment. The refult, then, of my de* 
cided opinion, which I wi(h to deliver in the moft ferious and ft)- 
Jemn manner, is (hortly this: On the iffue, on the final iflue, of 
this great conteft, depends, not the profperity of this country alone, 
which is our primary concern, but the general welfare of Europe, 
the well-being of Society, the happinefs, not of the prefent generation 
alone, but of millions and millions yet unborn. 

The Earl of HARDWICKE began, by obferving, that he 
had feldom thought himfelf eptided to trefpafs on their Lordfhips' 
time and patience, or to add any thing, to the length of their de- 
bates ; and that he (hould. not have troubled th^ Houfe at fo late 
an hour, if he had not felt that there was at the prefent time a call 
^moft irrefiftible upon every man, who ever confidered the ground 
of votes given in Parliament, or who had at any time had an oppor- 
tunity of flating his opinion in public, to ftand forth, and declare 
jus fentiments, at a moment the mofl alarming to the fafety of this 
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country of any that had occurred fince the commencement of the 
prefent century, * At that period, the nation was engaged in a con- 
teft for every thing that was dear and interefting to it ; for the fecu- 
lity of the proteftant religion, for its rights and liberties, and not 
only for its own rights and liberties, but for that which furely will 
not now be confidered as lefs interefting to our commercial and poli- 
tical profperit)^ than it wa^ in former times, the rights, liberties, 
and independency of the nations of Europe. It was contending for 
thefe great and important objects, againft the overgrown power and 
.exorbitant ambition of the French Monarchy ; it was contending 
for them at the inftance of one of the wifeft, one of the ableft, of 
the moft patriotic, and the moft ill-treated Kings, that ever fat 
upon the throne of this or of any country. The events of thofe 
tinries muft be fo familiar to the recolledion of every one, efpecially 
from the ftrong and remarkable analogy which many of them bear to 
the events of the prefent day, that it was in fome degree neceffary 
to apologife for alluding to them ; but he trufted their Lordfhips 
would allow him to point their attention more particularly to one or 
Jtwo paragraphs of the laft fpeech which was delivered by King Wil- 
liam to the Englifh Parliament : a fpeech fo much admired by every' 
friend to the revolution, that it was printed in the Englirti, Dutch, 
and French languages, and was preferved for many years as an or- 
nament and a decoration in many houfes in England and Holland, 
and confidered as the King's laft legacy, not only Co his own fub- 
jeds, but to all Proteftant people. The fpeech begins, by ftating, 
that ** the Kingpromifes himfelfthat Parliament is met together 
full of the juft fenfe of the common danger of Europe, and that re- 
fentment againft the late proceedings of the French King, which 
had been fo fully and univerfally expreffed in the loyal and feafon- 
able a'ddreffes of his people." It then proceeds to defcribe the in- 
dignity offered to himfelf, and the whole nation, by fetting up the 
pretended Prince of Wales,, which fo nearly concerned every man 
who had a regard for the Proteftant religion,' or the prefent and fu- 

' ture quiet and happinefs of the country. 

The next paragraph of the fpeech, is fo peculiarly defcriptive of 
the fituation in which this country will be placed, with refpecS to 
the reft of Europe, if the power of France cannot be reftrained with- 
in due limits ; and expreffes, in fuch ftrong and intelligible lan- 

. giiage, the extent to which the ifland is interefted in the affairs of 
the continent, that Lord Hardwicke defired the liberty of reading 
the whole of it to the Houfe: " By the French King's placing his 
grandfon on the throne of Spain, he is in a condition to oppofe the. 
reft of Europe, unlefs fpe'edy and effeftual meafures be taken.—-? 
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Under this pretence, he is become the real mafier of the whole 
Spanifli monarchy ; he has made it to be entirely dependent on 
France, and difpofes of it as of his own dominions; and by that 
means he has furrounded his neighbours in fuch a manner, that 
though the name of peace may be faid to continue, yet they are put 
to the expence and inconveniences of war. This muft afFecS Eng- 
land in the neareft and moft fenfiblc manner, in refpeft to our trade» 
which will foon become precarious in all the valuable branches of it ; 
in refpedl to our peace and fafety at home, which we cannot hope 
fliould long continue; and in refpeft^to that part whicK England 
ought to take in the prefervation of the liberty of Europe, King 
William then proceeds to fay : " It is fit I fliould tell you the 
eyes of Europe are upon this Parliament ; all matters are at a ftand, 
till your refolutions are known ; and therefore no time ought to be 
loft." Then follow thefe reiparkable words, to which Lord Hard* 
wicke particularly defired to point the attention of the Houfe: 
" you have yet an opportunity, by God's bleffing, to fecure to you 
a;id your pofterity the quiet enjoyment qf your religion and liberties, 
if you are not wanting to yourfelves, but will exert the ancient vi--- 
gour oftheEnglifli nation: But I tell you plainly, my opinion is, 
if you do not lay hold on this occafion, you have no reafon to hope 
for another." Lord Hardwicke then proceeded to urge, that un- 
fortunately this was precifely the fituation in which Engliflimcn flood 
at prefent. If, faid his Lordfhip, we do lf\ot lay hold on this oc- 
cafion, we have no reafon to hope for another. If we are not able, 
engaged in the fame caufc with the greater part of Europe, and con- 
tending for every thing that is dear and interefting to mankind, to ^ 
check and reftrain the overgrown and unnatural power, the reftJefe 
ambition, and the vindi<3ive fpirif of the French Republic, vindic- 
tive moft unjuftly againft this country ; if we are not able to efFe<9: 
this important and effential objedt, when can we hope for another 
opportunity r And dangerous, indeed, would be the attempt to 
make peace, unlefs the power of France to injure her neighbour* 
were confiderably diminiihed, and our power to confirm the fecu- 
rity and tranquillity of Ewarope confiderably ftrengtheried and con- 
firmed. But it is rather Angular, that the impradlicability of mak- 
ing peace with the French Republic, and in its prefent convulfed 
and uncertain ftatc, fliould not only be admitted, but ftated in the. 
ftrongeft manner, by a perfon fully competent to judge of it ; and 
that, in this country, the fuppofition of a treaty being prafticable or 
ptudent, fliould be urged by fo refpedable an authority as the noble 
Earl who itioved the amendment. Lord Hardwicke alluded to Mr. 
Briflbt, who publiftied in Paris, in May laft, a letter to his Con- 
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fiituents, whlcli the pfeviiling party in that free ahd'erivied country 
fupprefled, ittiprifoned its author, and finte executed hiiii J, /without 
hearing' his defence, in company with one-and-twenty of His col- 
leagucS'. In this remarkable letter very recently known .'in this 
country, Mr*. Briffot obferves, that the nations of Europe cannot 
treat with anarchy ; and whatever may be thought of his own mo- 
tives for it, recorftmends, in the ftrongeft terms, the re-eftabli(h- 
ifient of order j for' the purpofe of reftoring a Government, in which 
foreign powers may confide, and with which they may treat with 
fccurity for the re-eftaWiflimerit of the peace of Europe. 

It'is'forthe eftablifliment of fuch a Government that we are now 
coritendingj; and not for any particular form of Government, or for 
the difnfiembierment of the ^country; and if the united efforts of'fo 
large a part of Europe are unable to accomplifh the deftrudlion of a 
^em fo hoftile toi every principle of order, liberty, and public hap- 
pinefs, there is an end of all regular Government, and of every 
thii^ that is effential to the exiftence of civil fociety. 

Lord ABINGDON faid, that heing come to town to attend 
his duty in' Parliament, as one of the hereditary guardians of the 
conftitution of this country, and finding that the addrefs to His 
Majeft;^' was founded on meafures, which alone, in his mind, could 
cfifeA our political falvation and exiftence, (I mean, faid his Lord- 
Ihip, by profecuting with unreipitting vigour and redoubled ardour 
the jtiftzndL holy war in which we are engaged, juft and holy moft 
truly fo on our part,) he rofe to give the Addrefs his moft hearty and 
cordial fupjtort. 

Earl STANHOPE rofe ; he had heard, he faid, feveral noble 
Lbrds pledge themfelves to give their fupport to Minifters for the 
profecution of the war : he would pledge himfelf to give it Ills firm 
and determined oppofition, as meddling with the internal govern- 
ment of France, with which we have no right to interfere, artd as 
being unjuft, ruinous, and unneceffary. He (hould therefore give 
the amendment his firm fupport; but as he thought the words in 
which it was put, might not be fully and clearly underftood, he 
Ihould make a motion to the fame efFedt, but in more pofitivc lan- 
guage ; and gave potice, that on Thurfday next he (hould move 
**An Addrefs to His Majeft^, to acknowledge the French Re- 
public." 

Lord GRENVILLE rofe* Anxious to hear all that could, be 
faid in oppofition to the Addrefs, he had fo long remained filent ; 
the mover of the amendment had complained that the war was un- 
defined ; his propofitions for peace were equally undefined. ^ The 
eyes of Europe are on us* It becomes us to adl with vigour and 
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withfirmnefs ; and the almoft unanimoos fentlment that had been 
evinced by their Lordlhips to fapport our own honour and our allies^ 
by a vigorous profecution of the war, did credit to the national cha* 
rader, and would lift us dill higher in the eftimation of Europe ; 
it would be marked as a bright day in the page of hiftory. Would 
it^ indeed, in order to obtain an infecure and diflionourable peace, 
become us to violate aU treaties, to break the mod folemn engager 
ments, and> forfeiting a character of honour and integrity, adopt a 
condudl at once unprofitable and difgraceful ? He thanked God the 
Councils of the Nation were actuated by principles the reverie ; the 
high honour, integrity, and wifdom of their Lordfhips, were pro- 
verbial ; and there never was a period which more called for their 
deliberate exertion. He was anxioUs^ he faid, to meet the motion 
of which his noble relation (Earl Stanhope) had given notice, and 
thanked him for having f^ed on fo early a day. He would not 
now trouble the Houfe ; he fhould have an opportunity of fully go- 
ing into the merits of the war, when his noble relation's motion came 
before the Houfe. 

The Marquis of LANSuOWN faid, he confidercd the prefcnt, 
as the opening of one of the moft momentous feflions that had 00^ 
curred in modern times ; tliat, exhaufted as tfie Houfe was, it was 
not neceffary for him, at that late hour, to take up much of their 
Lordfhips' time in arguments to juftify his giving his vote for the 
amendment, and againft the addrefs as originally moved. He 
meant not to avoid th^ appearance of oppofing tne war ; their Lord- 
fhips well knew he had declared his opinion on that point diftinftlyj 
and afligned his reafons for it moft explicitly and unrcfervedly to that 
Houfe and to 'the -people laft feflipn, when the latter were in the 
fulnefs of their delufion. He thought he faw pretty evident marks 
of a change in the public fentiment, refpecfting the war. Sure he 
was, that when men canje to refleft coolly, and to give their reafon 
fair play, they would be convinced that the war was unneceffar^ in 
its commencement, and highly impolitic in its continuance. As 
for the fpeech delivered from the Throne, confidering it the fpeoch 
of the Miniflry, he would declare he Ihould oppofe the greater part 
of it; little, very little of it, was there to which he could give the 
fmalleft approbation The fpeethhad difcovered a fecret, viz. that 
i' was a war for nothing: nothing always coft moft : It was generally 
a purchafe paid for ten times over. Hurried into this melancholy 
war, Heaven knows where it will terminate ; for Minifters feemed 
determined to perfevere till fome firm Government was eftiiblilhed, 
or monarchy reftored. Noble Lords, in the courfe of the debate, 
aflerted, that this war was unprecedented ; that it was totally djf- 
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fercnt ftoiii toy otfwr in^lhe. hiftoiy of this country. He could find 
but one which it ftion^y rcfemblcd, and whigh was nearly the de- 
firudiBon of England, the war with America. Though this war 
was carried on perhaps injudicioufly, he was certain that was much 
worfe. He would decline at prefent goirig into the hiftory of the 
campaign; he would for thatfubjcfl chufe a time\H^hen their Lordr 
fhips were not cxhaufted by long fitting, and weaned by difcuffion* 
The Minifters fay they arc ignorant how they fhould proceed ; with 
whom they Ihould treat. They tell you, my Lords, there is no 
power in France to treat with, If they were difpofed to treat at all. 
Bcfore:they make fuch affertions, let the King*s Minifters afk Ge« 
licral Wurmfer, if there is no exifting Government in France? Let 
them a£k the Duke of ferunfwick and the King of Pruffia! Let them 
^ my Lord Hood, and Sir Gilbert Elliot! Let them afk the Roy* 
alift/army of La Vendee! Let them aflc the unfortunate Lyonefe! 
L^ them aflc the Spaniards, retreating before their arms ! All thefe 
he was afraid muA confefs there, was a Government ; and he greatly 
feared that it woijld not be long before the Prince of Saxe Cobourg, 
3jid the Duke of York, muft allow that there was a Government 
in France. It did not require much of the fpirit of divination to 
pronounce a year ago, what would be the fatal, the unavoidable, 
confequenccs of involving tjie country in a war againft opinions ; 
the avowed objeft of which was to repel unprovoked aggreffions, 
but the real one was to prefcribe laws to an independent country. 
Whether the fpeech from the Throne would remove or confirm the 
delirium that had been produced in the public mind, he could not 
take upon him to fay; but it. certainly contained information that 
muft be acceptable to all that preferred war to peace, and had an in- 
tereft in fupporting the romantic fchemes of Adminiftration. The 
amendment of the noble Earl did rfot exa<£Uy correfpond with his 
ideaS) although he gave it a preference to the addrefs. The horrid 
iDUtrages that had been perpetrated in France, particularly in the 
iHand of Noirmoutier, .were owing to the delufive hopes the Royal- 
ifts entertained of afljftance from this country : they difcovered their 
(error when too late. The tragical event that took place, he chofc 
lather to allude to than to mention. Thefe outrages, he was forry 
to fay, feemed to be terminated only by the extermination of one of 
the contending parties.. The Marquis complained of the fort of 
contempt and perfonal odium endeavoured to be thrown on the lead- 
ing GharaiS):ers in the Canvention> and (aid it was (imilar to the idle 
ponduA that bad been held with refpeS to the congrefs in America, 
(luring the mifchievous war with that coimtry. He faid, it waa 
Wpak and foQliQi to talk Qf Engliib morality and Engliih regard for 
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rdigioni in contracUiUnfiion to the coiidtsfl and manHen of thtf 
Frtfich Republicans. The faft-day -was approaching, and thougjh 
he Vfut not fond of paHy difcoarfes froni the pulpit, he fhould he 
^sid to hear a good fermon on a text, which he had always oonfi« 
dercd as one of the bed parts of the fcrtpture, viz. the pandble ol 
the Pharifee and the Publican. 

The Marquis of TO WNSHEND, in a ifhort Ipecch, fupported 
die Addrefs, chiefly on the ground of theimpoffibility^f negociadiig 
with the ruling iia(Stion in Paris. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE expreffed Ws concern that the 
noble Secretary of State (hould have merely indulged the Hoafe in a 
pompdus harangue, couched in the language of fuccefs and confi* • 
dence, and that he was prevented froSfn replying to atiy argunfient^ 
which it ieems the noble Lord did not chufe to advance, at leaft at 
that period of debate-— but neverthelefs there were certain points of 
eoniideration which he (hould fi^el it his duty to touch upon> aU 
thot^ at fa late an hour : he would not venture to trefpafs long 
upon the patience of their Lord(hips. He faid, he felt feme* 
-thing uneafy at rifing to fpeak to the quefiion, but it did not arife 
from want of aigument, or fufficient grounds to fupport the amend- 
nient of the noble Earl. It arofe from a melancholy refle6tion OA 
the lamentsdDic lituation of affairs ; it arofe from a painful recoUec- 
tioQ of the lafh conduct of the; Miniffay , in not offering an alliance 
and treaty with France ; it arofe from the recoUedtion how the Mi- 
nifiers of this country treated the negociations of the Republic, and 
the fhameful and indignant manner with which they difmiflfed the 
Miriifter, fent by the Republic, to enter into alliance with this 
country ; he felt extremely hurt at being obliged to defert the nobk 
Duke (Portland,) with whom he commenced his political career ; 
and he lamented the lofs the country received, from the noble DukeV 
attaching himfelf to Miniflry : that he would allow the noble Duke 
^£tcd from principle and confcience : he hc^ed that the noble Duke 
would do him the candour to fay, that he believed his CQndu<^ was 
aduated by a fimilar motive. He faid, that the noble Secretary of 
St^e had sogued little on this important occafion ; that he made, it 
is true, a mod excellent eulogium on the conduct of His Majcfty's 
Minifters, and meafures, but had quickly pafTed over evei y thing 
relating to the war, every dbjeftion he could make to the amend- 
ment. He called on the noble Lords to confider the fituation of riic 
ixnmtry, and to reccileSt how materially different die merfures of 
Mildfters had been in the laft campaign to what they declared to 
be their objeft in the next campaign. The war was engaged in'to 
fiDtctd the country dF the allies from invafion, that they declared 
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to be the object ; but have they kept that in view ? Docs die de- 
claration pf Lord Hood and Sir Gilbert Elliot at Toulon ftiew that 
to he the objed ? Does the capture of the fortified towns 'in the 
Netherlands manifeft that to be the only, motive? No, it is evident 
they wifh to eftablifti tlie old Government, and that the revival of 
Monarchy in France is now what appears to have induced Minif- 
try to perfevere in hoftilities. But he did not hefitate a moment to 
affert, that if this was the particular objedl they had in view, the 
campaign was conduced with inability by Miniftry, and that they 
let flip the only opportunity of cfFe£tuating their wifli, namely, the 
time when tlie Duke of York, and Saxe Cobourgh, were advanc- 
^ ing to the internal part of Fnvnce. Had they perfevered then, had 
jthey marched forward to the capital, the Convention might tremble 
for their fafety, the Republic might fliudder for their exiftence ; but 
the critical moment was deferred. Their minds were turned to 
different objects ; they omitted the only period for fuccefs, and they 
gave the vidlorious arms of the Republic an opportunity of deftroy- 
ing the only remaining friends of Royalty in Britanny and La Ven- 
dee. He dwelt much on the ftate of the RoyaliftG in that country, 
.who now fuffer the horrors of deftrudive war>. and fliudder. at the 
.confidence they placed in the fupport of England, nearly as much as 
they did at the introduction of the guillotine into tiiat devoted pro- 
vince. He was forry that, at this time, the noble Duke fliould 
withdraw from the people that fupport "which he ever gave to their 
intereft ; furely it was impoflible that he could fuppofe the melodious 
voice of the Ssconder of the addrefs (Lord Auckland) could induce 
him to depart from that line of condudl which always fo eminently 
dlftingiiiflied.him. If he wiftied to fave the country from the pre- 
cipice of ruin, he ought to oppofe the Government, and give Jiis 
fupport to the amendment. The noble Duke aflerted that this war 
was different from any we were ever engaged in, that its object was 
:the fupport of religion and happinefs, and that it was on our part 
folely dcfenfive. As for his part he never dreaded ^e introduflion 
of French principles in this country t but as to the latter affcrtion, 
could the noble Duke be ferious when he fald, tliat the capture of 
the fortified towns in the Netherlands ihews it to be defenfive } 
Does the attempt of fending troops into the Weft demonftratc that 
this is our object ? Do the capture of Toulon, and the confe;quent 
declaration, fliew this to be the motive ? No! the eftablifliment 
of Monardiy in France, is the objeft which Miniftry wiflied to ef- 
feftuate ; but each day fliould convince them of their error, of the 
little expectation they can indulge in accomplifliing fuch an event. 
_ What, he aflted, was the fituatiqnjiow of the Republic, cogipared 
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^th what k was when we embarked in this ruinous war ? The 
refouices of Aufiria, of PruQia, and of England were then greater, 
die enemies of France were more numerous; but now their inter- 
nal enemies are deftroyed^ we can hope for nothing from the quarter 
of the Royalifts ; the difafFedted Lyons is razed' to the ground,, tht 
inhabitants expofed to mifery, and Toulon recovered to the Repub- 
lic. In a word, no internal enemies now remain to diftnuft and 
weaken their exertions. The only argument made ufe of by the 
Miniftry of the country, was the difficulty and the danger of treat- 
ing with the Government in France, This was the aigumenC 
made ufe of when the radinefs of former Minifters had brought 
England to the veige of ruin, during the American war. What, 
faid the Minifter, is the Bridfh nation to brook to treat with a Han- 
cock ? What, fay Miniftry now, . fhaU the nation treat. with a Ro- 
berfpterre ? They were formerly obliged to treat with thofe whom 
they then defpifed ; and they muft, ere long, enter into alliance 
with fome of thofe, againft whom they now fo loudly inveighed ; 
but, my Lords, though it is irrevelant now, the confequences of 
this war cannot be pafted by ; confequences fo lamentable, that you 
cannot but (hudder when you hear that the alarm of fear, which 
was fpread by the Miniftry, became the objeft of criminal perfecu- 
tion in this country. If it was aflc^d, then, with whom we were* to 
treat ? He replied, afturedly with the ruling power— but from * 
fome late tranfadions, at which he truftcd his grief was as poignant 
as any noble Lord*s, it might be affirmed there was none — but wc 
ihould alk for better information of the Duke of Brunfwick, for 
inftance, whether he knew of no Government in France — Whe- 
ther General Wurmfer might not have fome notion of a Govern- 
ment there— nay, the prudent Lord Hood might be able to difco- 
ver one, which had corppclled him to fly from the fliores of the 
"Mediterranean ; and his Lordfhip very much feared the Princes 
Cobourg and York might fhortly have information upon this fubje^l 
to give ; and he befought Minifters to weigh the calamities of an 
overthrow to this remaining hope of the allies. There were fome 
canfequenccs of the war not, indeed, immediately connedled with 
the queftion, but of a nature fo lamentable, that he. could not j>afs 
them by; on the prefent occalion. The alarm fpread by Minifters 
had been made the ground of a fyftem of perfecution. The Revo- 
lutionary Tribunal in France is looked on with horror and difguft ; 
.biit what have been the conduct of the Courts of Juftice in this, and 
the neighbouring countries ? Have you not heard of the moft ex- 
traordinary fentences ? Were fuch cruelties ever remembered in 
the hiftory of our country ? Are thcfe what can Lr^uce the people 
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to admifc die Cenftitadon i Are thefe what caa misnate diem ta 
its fupport: i ' What man cool^ venerate or refpdSt diat Conllitudon 
which ihiift be pmt^i^^, by the friend becoming zfyyoCiibc ac<*' 
dbns of his neighbour, and the hours of dumdlic conviviality bt-* 
ing^ff^bjeded to a (late in<{uilition. But, my Lords, tiiis bidinefs 
is not confined 10 thU kingdom ; in that country to which I belong, 
the Gmrts of Jui^ice have exceeded every, thing that imagination 
can pidore; but the illegality of their pmcee^itngswtli be an objed^ 
, of future fcruttny* i w^l not anticipate the piUnfui hifbiy which 
will be laid before you ; but this is one of die confequences of this 
ruinous^ war. The writings of Mr. Payne, which for two years 
were let paft with impunity, were now attadced by the provident 
Miniihy, and the moft horrifaie perlecutions were entered into to 
Aiq;yport their impolitic ambition ; . but what is it, my Lords, that 
bcought about in France that rcvoHuAan we fo often lament ; i^ 
was the encx'mous fevertty of puniihments ; it was the dreadful op^ 
preffipn of the poor : does the Minifler of this country tsdce then the 
true way to pr^cnt the introduQion of French principles ? he an* 
barks in the war which weighs down the people with taxation ; and 
he introduces a fyftem of feVerity which muft make them deteft, 
not admire, the noble Conflitution of Great Britain; I agree witll- 
fl noble Earl, ** that the eyes of Europe are fixed on us at this mo- 
ment;" \ve fhould fhew by the dccifion of this nig^t, by the fup- 
|J0it we give the amendment, that in Englifhmen there continues 
that true greamefs of mind, which would wifh to put a ftopto the 
inhuman deluge of blood, which difgraces the powers of Europe en- 
gaged in this unjuft, unnatural, and impolitic war. 

Lord CARLISLE dcfired to be heard, in order to notice what 
had been faid by the laft noble Lord. He was not afraid, he faid, ♦ 
that it would make much impreflion on the Houfe ; but it might 
have Ibme efFed on the Public without doors, if not fet to rights: 
it was on that account that it deferved an anfwcr. His Majefty's 
Minifters had been charged with having neglected titieir duty, in 
having rcfufcd to negotiate with M. Chauvelin for fecuring the con^ 
tinuaaee of peace with France; but M« Chauvelin had no powa^ 
to treaK for, or iecure peace. M. Chauvelin had come to this conn- " 
try fXMepely to difieniinatc fedition, not to negociate peace: but aU 
fai$ attetr^ts were vain ; he found the people loyal^ f&tisfied, and 
haippfi and returned to France with the unwelcome Report, that 
it was impdCbk to prevail on Britifh fubjeAs to lefien their afiedion 
for their Sovereign, and love for their ConfittutioQ. The amend- 
ment to the addreis, his Lordihip faid, conveyed an unws^nrantaible 
"efledlion on His Majefiy^s Minifkrs. Its objed was to recommcsid 


a fpeedy peace with France^ as if they . did not defire it j. and' were 
they not iin^dous tf> ccMKlude it the moment there was an operax^ 
for a pe^naanent and fecure p^ace ? But could fudi a peace be mqgo* 
ciated with men who let rel^on and every moral obligation at open 
defiance ? who -gloried in athcifm i 

Lord GRENVILLE acknowledged it was not furpriiihg the 
noble Earl whk> fp^ laft coiild not reply to arguments which he had 
not adduced; but he would, thus called upon, enter pretty fnUf^ 
ii}to the queftion> ifi anfwer to certain topics which had been ffc- 
quently urged in the coorfe of that ni^t; and he for one would 
pledge himfielf to (hew that in no cafe had the laws been wreAed for 
any vindtdtive purpofe ; they had been exerted, but not ftretchcd ; 
and the pccaiions had been fuch as fufficiently prov<^|Kd the' voi-^ 
geance of an infulted Conftitution. There would bC; a future op- 
portunity, no doubt, forgoing thoroughly into the biUinefs,' . But 
the -principal point for his difcuffion wasthe queftion that had been 
fo frequently repeated, "Whom shpc we to treat with?" He would 
^ve their L(»d(hips a iatisfa^ion more complete tl^n any furmifea. 
or arguments of his ; he wQuld give them the opinion of M. BriiTotf 
a man confeffedly at the head of a party, whofe policy brought the; 
unhappy Monarch of France to the fcaflbld, and whofe crime is by 
Roborfpierre ftated to be the plunging of France into a war with 
this country. The Executive power, then, according to M. Brif- 
ibt, is " any fanguinary monAer, who, in the revolutionary infur* 
redion of a mob, is the moft ferocious and the moft unprinci]Jed.** 
If we could have acceded to terms propofed by M- Briflfot, can wc 
fuppofe that M. Roberfpierre would not have found it eafy to convert 
into criminal accufation the making peace with a tyrant, in dire6l 
oppolition to the will of the Convention? But I will tell you, laid 
the noble Secretary, what was the opinion of M. Briflfot as to our 
averfion to treaty ; hear his own words : " The abfurd and in^litic 
decree of the 1 9th November, which very juftly excite<l uneafinefs 
in foreign Cabinets," Here you have a jultification, by tlie author 
of the War, of the feelings and the condijid of the allied powers* 
He adds, throwing the infamy of that a£t upon the AnarchifiSf the 
death of the King was an impolitic meafure, which, with the maifa- 
cresofthe ad of September, alienated from them all the neutral 
powers. I will tell you alfo, continued his Lordfliip, that, if you 
were even inclined to defoend to negpcia:te with the prefent men in 
powfr; M. Roberfpierre would tell you that you could not do fo, 
unlefs certain previous ilipulations were complied with : by a decree 
of the Convention, France cannot majce peace with any power who 
bp^ (me foot of her territory \ pr^vioufly therefore to negociatioq, 
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the allies muft give up the fortrefles they have tafcJn, and, once 
af&Iiated, Brabant, Savoy, and Nice muft be put in poffeffion of ' 
the Republicans: in the Weft Indies you muft abandon Nicola 
Mole, and in the Eaft you muft evacuate Pondicherry, and every 
other conqucft which tells you that their power there is annihilated 
for ever. His Lordfliip then touched upon the permanent nature 
of the revolutionary power, and again quoting the opinions of M* 
Briftbt, {hewed that it ftruck at every thing like authority and order, 
and that the finews of its power were confifcation and rapine. But, 
faid his Lordfliip, the noble Earl feems to be completely unac- 
quainted with the prefent ftate of France. If he thinks that the 
people are unanimous in any thing, I will tell hitn, that from the 
commencement of the revolution, a period pf more violent difTention 
never exiftcd ; nor were the minds of men ever more averfe to what 
pretends tobfe the Executive power of the country. Notwithftand- 
ing the dreadful denunciations of the Merchants and every defcrip- 
tion of perfons bne degree better than the Sans Culottes at Bour- 
deaux, at Marfeilles, and at Lyons, fo little dependance can they 
place on the afFeftions of the people, that at Lyons for inftance> not 
one wretch could be found fufficiently depraved for their confidence, 
and Paris was obli'ged to fupply the municipal officers of the South. 
In the Capital two Committees are ftruggling for the afcendancy ; 
and they are deceived, who imagine that the faction, which has 
difcomfited Briffot, may not fpeedily fall before a more bloody rival. 
That the prefent fuccefsful men perceive the fame necefldty for order 
as their predeceflbrs, and labour to obtain it, *is fo ludicroufly proved, 
that to the aftonifhment and laughter of all mankind we find the 
merciful Roberfpierre become the advocate of the Chriftian religion. 
Men formerly thought themfelves mighty in the caufe of freedom 
when they deftroyed the Baftile ; at the time of its demolition only 
two State prifoners were then incarcerated for opinion. Look at the 
prifons of France, and at the prefent moment more than two hun- 
dred thoufand perfons are the vidims of fufpicion and the revolution- 
ary power. In Paris the jails, the abbeys, every, den which they 
can convert to the fafeguard of the only men of worth in France, is 
full of thofe unhappy objedts of a diabolical vengeance, and about 
5000 perfons now languifli in the dungeons of Paris. Nay. a late 
and memorable event may fticw in a moft glaring light tiic total in- 
difference to even the miferable forms of juftice remaining. A 
great niimbcr of the unfortunate wives, &c. of thofe unhappy, pri- 
foners came in a body to the bar of the Convention to befeech that 
their relatives might have th^ common juftice of trial aflforded them, 
that if guilty they might be punifhed, but if innocent, reftored t© 
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their homes ; then they were admoni(hed after fomp fulfomc allufion 
to the mothers of the Gracchi, to employ their time better than to 
think about the deftiliy of fufpedled peribns. But however fomething 
was to be done, and a motion was made to commit their cafes to the 
inveftigation of the tlommittee du Salut Public : this Was negatived, 
for it was impoflible for patriot citizens to fpare fufficicnt time for 
fo humiliating a taflc ; it was therefore decreed that two Members ' 
taken from their Society fhould, juft when they had nothing better 
to do, inquire whether any of them were worth faving, and report 
accordingly ; thus, in defiance of every principle of la^^ and juftict, 
thefe perfecuted beings are delivered up to the favage judgtnertt of 
the very men by whofe arbitrary authority they are compelled to peo- 
ple their prifons. 

But the Convention had declared it death to propofe to treat with 
any power, till that power had firft acknowledged the fovercignty 
of the nation, and th^juftice and propriety of the principles they 
had eftabllfhed. They had the impudence to declare 6ur moft juft 
and lawful Sovereign a tyrant ! Could we admit to adt with fuch 
perfons ? He thought it impoflible. Belides, the Convention would 
require, as a preliminary to any treaty, that^ we (hould give up what 
we had taken from them in the Eaft and Weft Indies ; and the 
Emperor muft allow them again to take pofleffion of the Netherlands, 
and we muft fufFer them to plant their tri-coloured flag on the 
Dutch forts ; for it was a principle in their Conftitution, that they 
could never abandon thofe who had once been under the protedioa 
of the Republic ; and Savoy and Nfce muft in that cafe alfo remain 
annexed to France. His L5rdfliip confidered the prefcnt ftate oi 
France as more favourable to the allies than at any former period 
fince the beginning of the war : it was only terror that operated on 
the minds of the people : the Revolutionary Committees forced into 
the, armies, or condemned to death, all fufpefted perfons. Priefts^ 
nobles, and all gentlemen, were objedls of its vengeance ; but this 
could. not continue—^the peojfle would at laft awake from their de-» 
lirium, and punifli tlie ^authors of the evils which they fuffered. 
We had no fecurity, his Lordfliip faid, for any peace that could 
be concluded with the prefent rulers of France : they 'were not mor^ 
fecure of continuing in power than their predeceflbrs ; and we muft 
fee fome perfons vefted with an authority, - likely to make a peace 
that might be refpeded and maintained, before any treaty could be 
formed with them. He concluded with expreflTing the firraeft con- 
fidence in the ultimate fuccefs of the allies ; and, feeling the noble 
taflc which the Houfe were then met to perform, he deduced from 
the decifion of that night, and the bleflTxng of Providence upou they? 
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cbunciiji, the rcftoration of order and government to Francc> and 
the prefervation of the laws, the religion, and the liberties of 
Europe. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE rofe to. explain. His Lordihip 
declared, he was fo far a friend to the dp6lrine of equality, that in 
that Houfe he would ever infift oil liberty of fpeech. He had as 
much right to deliver his fentiments at qne time of debate as at 
another, and no noble Lord, whether a Minifter or not, was entitled 
to dictate to him as to the mode in which he thought proper to dif- 
charge his parliamentary duty. With regard to what the noble 
Lord had faid, refped^ing the allufion he had made to the conduit 
of a criminal court, in Scotland, he was a little furprifed, becaufe if 
he were better known for pne part of his conduS in Parliament 
than another, he trufted it was, for not blinking any qucftion of 
importance, but meeting it in the moft open and direft way. He 
might hardly have been fuppofed to mention the conduft of the 
criminal courts of juflice in Scotland, if he had not meant to bring 
the fubjedl forward in a regular fliape, as foon as h^ was perfedlly 
prepared to do fo. Such was his intention, when it was convenient 
to himfelf. His Lordfhip added a few more words to.provc, that 
the noble Secretary, in declaring that .the Republicans of France 
had pafled a decree fubjefling thofe perfons to the penalty of death, 
who made peace with any power that held a foot of the dominions of 
France, had been guilty of a miftake, ^nd confounded the idea of 
that decree, by fubftituting the words " make peace," for ** treat 
for peace." His Lordfhip alfo repeated, that his noble friend's 
amendment only generally mentioned that his Majefty might be ad- 
dreffed to propofe terms of peace, without dating or limiting hi» 
Majefty to propofe any precife terms. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR left the woolfack, not, he faid, 
with any intention, at that late hour, to go into a difcuffion of the 
fubjefl at large. After the very able manner in 'which that had 
been treated by his noble friend near him (Lord Auckland), by the 
noble Secretary of State, and by many other noble Lords, any ob- 
fervations of his on the propriety and good fenfe of his Majefty & 
ipcech, or of theaddrefs moved in anfwer to it, would be wholly 
unneceffary and fupcrfluous. He troubled their Lordfliips merely 
to take notice of a matter, which he doubted not their Lordfhips 
would go with him in confidering of more weighty importance than 
even any farther difcuffion of the fpeech from the throne, great and 
Important as that confidcration undeniably was. He rofe for the 
purpofe of vindicating the charader of the Judges of the criminal 
court in Scotland, who liad tiot been made the fubjedt of a dircft 
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accufadon^ whtcb would admit of tnveftigation, difcufFionj and de* 
fence ; but in an indirc6iy incidental, and fecondary way, had been 
attacked in the niceft and moft delicate point, that any* man bearing 
the feriou^^ Ibkmn, and important charader of a judge, could pof* 
fibly fccL ^ The noble Secretary of State had taken immediate and 
proper notice of fo unjuft a chaige, and the noble Earl (who had 
thcxight proper obliquely to allude to him, although the noble Earl 
well knew that he was ready at all times to meet any diredt chaige) 
had candefcended to fay^ that he intended to bring the matter for- 
ward in a regular (hape ; but he had neither mentioned the time 
when he would do fo, nor the fz&s on which he grounded his fug* 
geftion. The Lord Chancellor defended and juftified the condud 
of the Judges of the criminal courts in Scotland, and declared, thaj 
their fentencc in the cafe alluded to, had been clearly and ftridUy 
coixfonant to law, and precifely appofite to the occaiion. He had 
bimielf been in the fituation of a Judge, and he could not but feel 
for men of that defcription, when unfairly and irtjurioufly attacked. 
With feverai of them he had long lived in the habits of intimacy 
and friendftiip, and he knew them well to be men of great abilities, 
and of integrity equal to their abilities ; incapable of being biaffed 
by favours or frowns. And as the charadters of the venerable 
Judges who compofed the criminal court of juflice in Scotland ought 
to place them above fufpicion, he trufted that their Lordfliips would 
foigive him for having detained the Houfe at fo late an hour, by 
the fummary difcharge of an indifpenfable part of his duty, in {land- 
ing up in the defence of learned and refpedlable men, attacked in 
their abfence, when there was not a poflibility of defending them- 
felves. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, he was extremely unfortu- 
nate in being fo often obliged to trouble their Lordfliips, but it 
feemed to be his fete that day to be mifunderftood. His Lordftiip 
then affured the Houfe, that he would give the noble and learned 
Lord ^ an ample opportunity of defending himfelf ; and furely the 
noble Lord had not to learn, that he was the laft man living, who 
would fkulk from or blink any fubje<fl, which he had once thought 
it right to mention in that Houfe. With regard to wh^t he had 
faid of the criminal ccurt hi Scotland, he had, not wantonly ftated 
it. He had taken great pains already to make himfelf maftcr of 
the cafe, and had poiTeffed himfelf of as many documents as woui^ 
take up a coofiderablc time in reading to the Houfe ; and as fix)n 
as he was prepared, he fliould bring the fubjeft forward in a flaape 
o^k of full difcufllon ; but not being a profeffional man, at lead 
not kaviQg pra^ed^ it could not be fuppvf^d (hat l^e could, of a 
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fudden complete fuch an arrangement as their Lordfliips muft all fee 
was neceffary on fo ferious a fubjeft. He reminded the Houfe, that 
he was entitled to take it for granted, that he was not coniidered as 
a man prone to make illiberal or wanton attacks on Judges, fincc 
he defied any one of their Lordfliips to Ihew that he had conduced 
himfelf with greater delicacy, than he (Lord Lauderdale) had done 
in the cafe of the libel- bill, when the nature of the fubjeil rendered 
it fo natural to advert to fuch confiderations. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR again Jcft the woolfack, to re- 
mind their Lordfliips, that the conduct of the judges of Scotland, 
after what had pafled, d'vd not ftand at all impeached- Their judge- 
ments, it would be found, were corredl and unqueftionable. Their 
own admitted knowledge of law would prevent them from any im- 
putation of having a6led illegally, through ignorance ; and their 
charaSers, their habits, their tempers, and the mode in which they 
were well known to have conduced themfelves on all occafions, ex- 
empted them from the fufpicion of having been led afide from their 
ufual prudence by any motives of the moment, or of having forgotten 
to temper juftice with mercy. 

The Houfe at length divided on the queftion of amendment ; 
Contents 12 ] Non Contents 9*7 ;— ^Majority 85. 

The main queftion of the addrefs was then agreed to. 

On the motion of Lord STANHOPE, their Lordfliips were or« 
dered to Be fummoned for Thurfday nexti at half paft twelvcu 

LIST of the PEERS who voted for the AMENDMENT to the 
^ . ADDRESS. ^ 

Diike of Norfolk Earl of Lauderdale Earl Stanhope 

Duke <3f Bedford Earl of Cholmbndcly Earl of Egmont 

Marquis of Lanldown Earl of Guildford Lord St. John 

Earl of Derby Earl of Albemarle Lord Chedworth, 

Wedhefdayy 2 2d January . 

Their Lordfliips went up to St. James's, in order to prefent the 
addrefs to his Majefly, of which the following is a copy : 


^/ i. 


Moft Gracious Sovereign,' 

fFEy yoar Majefly s niofl dutiful and loyal fubjeSfSy the Lords Spi- 

• ritual andTernporaly in Parliament aJJ'emblAly beg leaUe to return your 

Majejiy our humble thanh for your Majefly s mofl gracious Speech from 

the Throne. ^ ■ - 

Permit us to affure your Majefly j that we fhall enter with the mofl 
ferious -attention into tht conjideration of the prefent circumfiances of our 
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country y knowing that on the iffue of the contejl in which we are. engaged 
depend the maintenance of our conjiitution^ lawSy and religion j and the 
fecurity of all civil fociety.^ 

We congratulate your Mayejhy on the advantages which have been 
obtained by the arms of the allied Powersy and oH the favourable change 
which has taken place, in the general Jituatioh of Europe y Jince the com^ 
mencement of the war. We have feen with great fatisfa^ion the United 
Provinces proteBed from invafiony the Aujirian Netherlands recovered 
and maintaincdy and places of conjiderable importance acquired on the 
frontiers of France : we conjider the re-capture of MentZy and the fub^ 
Jequent fuccefjis of the allied armies on the Rhine y as havingy notwitb^ 
fianding the late advantages of the enemy in that quarter y proved highly 
beneficial to the common caufe ; and we are alfo jujlly fenfible of the 
pmverful efforts which have been made by your Majejiys allies in the 
Jouth of Europe. 

Wc reflect with particular fatisfaSiion on the manner in which the 
operations of your Majejiys enemies have been impeded during fo great 
a part of the campaign by the temporary poffeffion of the town and port 
of Toulon; on the important and decijive blow which y in the evacuation ^ 
of that placcy has been given to their naval power y and on the diflin- 
guijhed conduEiy abilities y andfpirity manifefied on that occafion by your 
Majeflys commanders y officers y and forces y both by fea and land. 

We beg leave to exprefs the fatisf action which we alfo feel in feeing 
thdty during the courfe of the prcfent yeary the French have been driven 
from their poffejjions and fijhery at Newfoundland ; that important and 
valuable acquijitions have beei^ made both in the Eaji and Weft Indies ; 
and that while our nerval fuperioriiy has been undifputedy our ccmmerce 
has beenfo fully and effeSiually prote£led. 

We can a£ure,your Majeflyy that we are firongly impreffed both with 
the neceffity of vigorous and perfevering exertions y and with the expeEta-* 
tms of ultimate fuccefs from the conjider at ion of the means by which the 
farther progrefs of the allies has hitherto been impededy and of the fyf- 
temfrom which our enemies have derived the means of temporary exer^ 
tifin; fuch a fyjiemy difpojing arbitrarily ^of the lives and property of a. 
numerous people-y and vjolating every mjiraint of jujliccy humanity y and 
religiony has neceffarily been productive of internal dif content and confu^ 
JioUy and has tended rapidly to exhaujl the natural and real Jirength cf 
that country. 

While we join with your Majejly in regretting the neceffary continu- 
once of tli^ wary we are confident that your Majejly s concern for the 
effentiat interejli of your people will induce your Majejly to perjevere in ' 
the purfuit of thofe objeBsy by which alone the f olid blejjings of peace can 
hefecuredj qnd to takefjuch meafures as may mojl effectually provide for 
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fJre permanent fafety of your Majejlys people ^ and for the indepen4^ce 
and fe£urity of Europe, It is impojfible for us not to fee that the at^ 
talnment of thefe ends isfiill obJiruSted by the prevalence of afyfkm in 
France, equally incompatible with the hcfppiny^s of that country y and 
n»ith the tranquillity of aU other nations ; and, under this impreffioK, 
we fully cmeur in the juji and benevolent fentiments manifejkd in the 
Declaration which your Majejiy has gracioufly been pleafed to comnrnni'^ 
cate to us : and we have fe en with the utmoji fatisf action fo large a 
parf of Europe united in a caufe of fuch general concern. 

We acknowledge, with pride and gratitude, the gracious nunrner in 
which your Majsjly is pleafed to exprefs your Majejiy s fenfe of the un* 
Jhahen loyalty and firm attachment to the ejiablijhed Con^itution and Go*- 
vernment, which, notwithjlanding the continued efforts employed to mif-^ 
bad and to f educe, have been fo generally prevalent among all ranks of 
your Majejiy s fubjeSfs, The zeal and alacrity of the militia, and the 
difiinguijhed bravery dif played on every occafion by your Majejiy s forces 
loth by fea and land, have afforded eminent proofs of the fame fpiAt 
which pervades and animates every clafs of the nation 5 and encouraged, 
as your Mnjejiy s forces have been, by the diftinguijhed example of your 
^ajejhfs iUuJiriou 5 progeny, and by the fenfe of the bUffmgs which it is 
ihe objeSf of all our exertions topreferve, they have maintained the lujire 
of the Britijh name, and have Jhewn thewjelves worthy of the caufe in 
which they are employed. 

• We entreat your Majejiy to be perfuaded, that, in all our delibera" 
tions, we Jhall bear in mind the true grounds and origin of the wan 
We remember with jujl indignation the attack made on your Majejiy and 
your Majejiy s allies^ grounded'on principles which tend to dejlroy aJl pra^ 
Perty, to Juhvert the laws and religion of every civilized nation, and to 
introduce univerfally that wild and dejiru6iive fyjlem of rapine, anarchy, 
afid impiety y ihe effects of which, as they have already been manifejled 
in France, furnifh a dreadful but ufeful leffhn to the prefent age and to 
pojierity. 

IVe will, on our partSy perfevere with union and vigour in our ex- 
ertions, fenftbU that by difcontinuing or relaxing the prefent efforts we 
eould hardly procure even q Jhort interval of delujive repofe, and could 
certainly never obtain either fecurity or peace. Deeply imfreffed with 
the neceffity of defending all that is^moji dear to us, and relying. with 
confidence on tbe valour and refources of our country, on the combined 
efforts cffo large a part of Europe, and, above all, on the ineentefiable 
jujiice of our cauje, we will afford to ymr Majefiy all poffible fu^crt 
in the juJl and ncceffary fyjtem in which your Majejiy is embarked f and 
we trujl that all chffes of your Majejiy' s fubjeSfs will endeavour, by 
cultivating and pra^fifing the principles of hunumitj, and the duties *^ 
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reUgimy to merit the continuance of the divine ftrwitr and prct:ifton^ 
tohich htxue beenfo eminently experienced by thefe kingdoms. 

Thurfdajy 2'^d January. 

The D«kc of NORFOLK moved, that the order upon thrfr 
Lordfhips' Journals, to proceed farther in the trial of Warren Haft- 
itigs, Eftj. be read ; which being done, it appeared tihat the day ap- 
pointed for that purpofe was the fecond Tuefday in this fcflion, 

His Grace then moved, that, the order be difcharged, and that 
Aey (hould farther proceed in that trial on the 13th of February 
next. 

A fliort converfation took place, fupported by Lord Radnor and 
the Lord Chancellor, after which the motion was agreed to. 

His Majcfty's anfwer to the addrefs of their Lordfhips was read, 
as follows: 

My Lords, 
I return y 0)1 my warmeji aclnowkdgements for this very dutiful and 
hyal addrefs. The^feniiments you exprefs refpeBing the prefent import^ 
antfttuation of public affairs ^ and the zeal and union you have manife/fed 
infupport of ihofe meafuresy which can alone tend to maintain the dear efi 
interejis of my peopky and to feCure the tranquillity and independence of 
Europe y cannot fail of producing the happiefi effects both at home and 
abroad. Tbu may be affured that nothing Jhall be wanting on my part 
t9 employ with energy and vigour y in a caufe offuth deep concemy thofe 
ifejourcesy which I derive from the wifdom and firmnefs of my Parlia* 
menty and from the general attachment of my people to the Confiitution 
and Government of their country y and to the interefis of hutnanity^ 
ardery and religiony throughout all Europe. 

Earl STANHOPE rofe, purfuant to the notice he had given, to 
call the attention of the Houfe to the motion he intended to make. 
He faid ^e fhould explain, as well as he could, the nature of the 
fubjeS ; and in doing fo, he knew no better mode than that of fol- 
lowing the track of the noble Lord who Seconded a motion for the 
Addrefs of that Houfe to His Majefty, in anfwer to the gracious 
speech delivered frotn the Thrt)ne on the firft day. of the prefent fcf- 
fion of Parliament ; which was that of looking our fituation fiiHy in 
Ae 6ce, as relatively confidered with regard to France. In the 
courfe of what he had to fubmit to the confideration of the Houfc> 
he fhould call on Minifters for an explanation of their conduft on 
many points, which he hoped, for their charafter and credit, they 
would be able to give, to the fatisfaflion of the Public. He (hould 
alfo call upon them to point out any of the promifes they had mad^ 
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ISO the deluded people of France, whom^ they had invitcid to join' 
Aem againft the ruling power of that country, which they had per- 
formed, or which they had not pointedly broken. He fhould call 
upon them likewife to point out any one of their own prediflions, 
any one of their prophecies at the commencement of the prefent war, 
which had not been uniformly belied by the event. In the laft 
feffion of Parliament a meafure was debated in both Houfes, under 
the title of a Traitorous Correfpondence bill ; the tone affumed by 
Miniflers, when they infifted on the neceflity of that meafure, and 
their afFefted opinions upon that fubjedl ; and above all, the expec- 
tations which they held out to the Public, were much more import- 
ant to this country to be confidered at this time, than the bill itfelf. 
In the courfe of debates on that bill, particularly on fome of the 
daufes of it, Minifters thought fit to hold out to the Public, That 
if France could not get arms from this country y /he could not y for any 
conjiderable length of time y carry on the war. If it (hould appear that 
any felfe expedation had, on this, or any other part of that fub- 
je<9:, been given to the people of this country, and they had been 
deluded into fomething like a confent to go to war, that was highly 
criminal in Minifters, and it was neceffary that the Public (hould 
be undeceived. So far was this fuppofition, that the French would 
be unable to carry on the war, if deprived of arms from us, frOm 
being true, > that the event belied it wholly ; for the French, it was 
notorious, had arms in abundance, and had confcffedly the very 
firft artillery in the world. They had no lefs than feven hundred 
thoufand mufkets ; fome of which had been delivered x>ut, and th^' 
remainder were ready upon the firft occafion for them. Before he 
knew the ground of holding out this expeftation, and the Mini- 
fter's view by it, he thought there might be fome probability of the 
truth of it ; for it was generally underftood, that in all France there 
was not made above forty thoufand mufkets a year, and thefe \vx)uld 
be wanted each year for ufe, and therefore they muft foon feel the 
want of them. But how turned out' the event upon that fpecula- 
tion ? Why, there was now in Paris alone one hundred thoufand 
ftaod of arms ; and no lefs than three hundr.ed thoufand fland of 
arms had been added to the arms of France in the tourfe of onp 
year. 

. The next point upon which the Public had been deluded by the 
Minifters, in the commencement of this war, was, upon the quan- 
tity of ammunition which the French had at that iimcy and their ability 
to increafe it. The Public were told, that unlefs the French were 
fupplied by ethers, they foon would be v»'ithout ammunition. The 
feft here again was notorioufly otherwife j for at tliis time they had 
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powder ai^ually made fuiEcient (of all their armies for feven yean 
to come, and faltpetre for feven more. They vere making fait- 
petre at this moment with prodigious expedition^ as well as other 
articles for carrying on the war ; in which they were extremely n^t. 
By refleding on thefe h&s, Minifters would fee they had abomi* 
nably mifled the Public^ and brought the people to form very erro- 
neous notions of the power of the French, and of the probable con- 
tinuance of the war. He did not fay thefe things upon vague con- 
jedlure, or loofe information ; he had the beft authority for what he 
advanced with regard to the arms, the ammunition, the difie* 
rent requifites for war, and the courage too and difcipline of the 
troops, and many events relative to the public caufe of France ; he 
had accounts, which he (hould fiate prefently to their Lordfhips, and 
accounts which came from refponfible Officers of the Frendi Re- * 
public, and there was good reafon to rely upon them. Minifters, 
in fome countries, might, widi impunity, miflead the people ; but 
in France there was very little' probability of that being the cafe, for 
any great length of time ; for, in France, Minifters and Generals 
wrote, fpoke, and aded with the guillotine behind them ; and he 
fredy owned, that the Miniiler who endeavoured to miflead Parlia- 
ment, deferved to be in that iituation. 

The next thing, on which the Public were deluded, was, that 
the. army of France was in want ofcloathingy and that they mujl ferijb 
in great numbers under the inclemency of the winter. So far was that 
from being the cafe, or being true, in the leaflt degree, that he was 
affurcd, 6x)m very good authority, there was no army in 'all Eu- 
rope fo well cloathed as the French troops ; but fuppoiing the French 
troops were badly cloathed, did their Lordfliips imagine that men, 
fitting under the ardour of liberty, would feel tlic want of cloath- 
ing as much as mercenary troops muft ? Did they fuppofe that men, 
with ardour and enthufiafm, fighting for their freedpm, would be 
affedled at the want of gaudinefs and foppery of drcfs ? 

The next thing infifted upon, as a proof of the weaknefs of the 
French, and of their inability to carry on this war, was, their want 
of money. This obfervation really furprifed him when he, heard it. 
Had we not known what the cafe was with America in this re^6l ? 
After what we had feen with refpeft to that particular in the Ame- 
rican caufe, he really expedtcd Aat fuch ^an idea would not have 
been hinted at.. We all knew that money was not the onljr. means 
of carrying on war ; for money there were many fubftitutcs to be 
found in prefling times ; and as the late Sir George Savile had faid, 
" Things that were much eftimated in time of peace, were not fo 
much wanted in time of war, and nothing was of fo much valu* 
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then, as the meafure of cftimation ; and whatever we fubffituted 
for money was of that nature, and would always ^ftfwer all the pur- 
pofesoffpecie." But, in point of faS, there was no want of mo- 
ney in France ; on the contrary, he would venture to aflert, with- 
out fear of contradiction, there was more filyer, more gold, and 
more bullion in France, than in the reft of Europe put together : 
fome of this wealth they acquired by two meafures ; the one was a 
forced loan, and the other a voluntary one ; upon which the parties 
, in France had quarrelled with one another about who iliould avoid 
the loan. But fo far was that from being the cafe here, that a loan 
was a good thing for the individual, and bad for the Public ; and the. 
only queftion with us was, who was to liave it r 

The point next to be confidered, was that of the French affignats. 
This had been called laft year " a gigantic fyftepfi of fwindling," 
and it was faid wpuld be deftruftive to the intereft of die French ; 
for that in reality thefe affignats were worth nothing, and that their 
imaginary value was diminiftiing daily. This idea had always ap- 
peared to him to be an erroneous one. He had faid, laft year, 
•* that, in a fpeculative point of view, French ajjignats yttrt worth 
more than EngliJhBank notes" For this opinion he was then laughed 
at ; that did not change his opinion from that l\our to this ; on the 
contrary, he was confirmed in that opinion ; and their, Lordfliips 
would fee the reafon of it \ at this moment ajjigndts were forty per 
cent, higher than they were fix months ago ; he faid forty ; they ha<J 
rifen more ; but he wiflied to underftate every thing that had oc- 
cafioned him to form his opinion. In another fix months, pro- 
bably they would be as much higher. Why then was an aiOgnat bet- 
ter property to fpeculate in than a Bank note ? For a very plain 
reafon— :becaufe a Banknote for ten pounds to-day, wHl be only 
worth ten pounds fix, months hence; whereas an affignat, of the 
value of ten pounds this day, may be worth thirty fix months hence* 
So much for the wifdom of our Legiflature, in making a law to 
prevent the circidation of French afllgnats. Indeed, an zQi of Par- 
liament to prevent that, was abfurd ; and fo was the other part of 
the fame a6t which prohibited the fale of lands in France, winch 
were the property of the nation : it had no efFedl ; at leaft it. had; 
not the intended eiFecl ; fpr the fale of the French lands, for the 
ufe of the French Republic, had a<Jtually taken place, notwith- 
ftanding our prohibitory ftatute- The produce of that fale would, 
perhaps, aftonifli fome of their Lordfliips. The lands in queftion 
were efti mated at the fum of one hundred and thirty-five .millions JUr^ 
ling. They were fold regularly fpr fix times this eftimated value ! 
^ This was not all ; for the lands of France w^re. fo much fought. fop. 
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by pifrchafers, that it vtsls mo^ difficult to obtain it, than in any 
other country ; and it was ibid there under circumftances ibzt never 
diftinguiihed the faie of land in any other country ; for the land of 
the very camp of the Pruffian troops was fold while they were in it ! 
He wilhed to know what their Lordfhips would now think of the 
value of the lands of France, and of the poffibility of the French 
turning it to a fource of revenue to carry on the war ? Upon this, 
as well as upon various other topics, the people of this country had 
beert mod IhamefuUy deluded, with refpcft to the ability of the 
French to-carry on the war. 

The next point on which a delufive exgpdtation arofe on the fub- 
jeS of the war, was. That the PruJJiariy the Auflriarij and the Eng* 
lijby were the lefi troops in the world : that they were difciplined to the 
H)ery perfeSiion of military ta^ics, and that the French were a difor^ 
der^ed rabMe. We have had, however, fome experience which did 
not authorize this contempt of the French for the want of difcipline ; 
and he knew, from the information of an Auftrian General, the 
combined troops were iquite alarmed about the difcipline of the 
French tmops, as well as about their undaunted courage. Thefc 
were fafts, and Minifters knew them to be fo : nor was there ariy 
thing wonderful in this ; the hardfhips tliey had endured, and the 
opinion they entertained of the nature of the caufe in which they 
were engaged, had made them complete foldiers. Did their Lord- 
fhips want to know the fa<fts on which thefe affertions were found- 
ed ? Let them look at the latter part of this campaign. What did 
the Auftrians fay of the French ?-— " Wc fight them on the Mon- 
day, and defeat them ; we fight thei^n the Tuefday, and defeat 
them ; we fight them on the WednelSay, and defeat them. On 
the Thurfday, they attack and defeat us. After a defeat, it takes 
tis a month to be fitagairi for the field —they return to the charge 
in twelve hours !" Such was the fuperiority of a military Republic 
over its enemies. Thefe were points which their Lordfhips, per- ' 
haps, might think unworthy of attention, but to him they appeared 
of the highcft importance to this country, and indeed to all parties 
concerned in the prefent war. He might have ended his obferva- 
tionson this part of the-fubjeft, had not lb much been faid upon 
the mighty fuperiority of difcipline among the allied troops, and 
particularly the Englifh, over the French troops. He wifhed to 
know, fince we were fo much given to boafting, what fuperiority 
of difcipline we difcoVercd at Toulon ? Had we terrified the French 
at that place, by dur known and acknowledged fuperior braver)' and 
Ikill r No, We had not ; on the contrary, the fuperiority of the 
Frendi w*s manifcft c«i that occafion ; nor was it wonderful : what 
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but confufion coujd have been expt^cd, by any one accuftofticd to 
rcflcdt, from the motley group ftationt4 at that place to defend it ? 
and that too againft the ardour and impetuofity of the French ?— 
What but the moft ridiculous difordcr could have been expeSed from 
a mixture of EngliJih, French, Irifli, Italian, German, and Pied- 
montefc ? No two of them underftanding one another, and yet all 
called upon to underftand every order that was given to theni all ; 
this muft have produced an entertaining variety, and muft refemble, 
in fome degree, the confufion at the Tower of Babel ? Cculd any 
thing be more ridiculous ! The commands were given by the Ge- 
neral in one language ; delivered to the troops in another, through 
the medium of an interpreter ; and fometimes, when the fuccefs of 
an enterprize depended upon the quicknefs of an attack, the inter- 
preter was not prefent, and the enterprize was delayed until fuccefs 
was impofTible. All our plans at that place were faid to be well 
laid, and the whole »was feid to be well executed, for fo the fpeech 
from the Throne exprelTed ; in fhort, there was nothing to he ob- 
ferved but wifdom of defign, and promptnefs of execution, at Tou- 
lon, from the moment we entered, till the moment we evacuated 
the place ! All this was infifted upon with gravity ; and yet we 
came back, without performing what we had folemnly promifed to 
the French who received us. Thefe things might not appear to 
others as they did to him, but he thought it: very weak in us to rely 
fo much in future on the fuperiority of our difcipline, after the French 
had taken fo much pains to convince us of the fallacy of our opinion 
upon that fubjeft. 

The next thing upon which the people of this country were taught 
to rely on, for the. fuccefs of this war, was, the want of com in 
Trance : the propofition was, that the French (hould htjiarved into 
fubmijjion. France, it was fsfid, was to be hermetically fealed up, 
until Ihe fubmitted ; that was to fay, as had been faid during the 
American war, a fyftem of ftarvation was to be adopted. Thirty 
millions of dur fellow beings, the mafs of whom could not poffibly 
have offended us, were to be ftarved, becaufe their form of Govern- 
ment did not fuit the political palate of a German defpot ! Such 
an idea was too horrid to refleft on, if it could be carried into ef- 
fedl ; but the folly of the idea was without a parallel, and the plan 
would foon appear as abfurd in effedJr, as it was infernal in princi- 
ple ; it had already united the French in many parts much more 
clofely than before ; and the Jacobins, who certainly had the ruling 
power in France, would be furnifhed with an apology for a meafure, 
which would compel all who i/^ere able to bear arms, to take ^he 
field ; for, under pretence of fowing the corn fpr the army, it might 
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be d^cult for the peafants to obtain bread, inrithout bearing arms 
for the Republic. But we had taken Toulon, which was, a mafter- 
piece of policy. Yes, we had, and had loft it ; and there ended its 
hiftory, except the expence which muft attend it, which xnuft be 
very great, and which muft be defrayed by the people of England. 

A noble Lord, who feconded the motion for the addre& which 
that Houfe had voted to His Majefty, had obferved in the courfe of 
his fpeech, that in many things we were unable to imitate the 
French ; that we could not rife in a mafs as they did ; that was cer- 
tainly veiy true, and for which Minifters had a reafon, which they 
perhaps would not be very ready to aflfign; the truth was, tfiey 
could not venture to arm the people' of this country ; or if they did, 
even then the French would have a great advantage over us in that 
refpedl; for it was not in France, as unfortunately it Was in Eng- 
land, with regard to the enlifting foldiers. The foldiers with them 
were not enlifted, as fboiiihly with us ; they were not for life, but 
only for a t?rm of years. The confequence of which was, that a 
man, after ferving a number of years, retu^ed home to lus depart- 
ment, and inftruded young men in military exercifes. This prac- 
tice having continued for a great length of time, the French were 
much better acqu^nted than us with the art of war; and indeed 
they would foon become an army of foldiers ; they had already given 
a flight fpecimen of what they might dos by only riiing in fome 
parts of the country in a mafs. When that fhould become gene- 
ral, it would be die lever of Archimedes^ which, if ever put in 
force, would be indeed terrific. 

There was another point in wl^ich we could not imitate the 
French in carrying on this war ; that was, a method of raijing the 
fupplies for it ; and he would tell their Lordfhips how ftupid it was 
to fuppofe that war could not be carried on without money. En- 
thufiafm produced prodigious efFedis ; it made them bear all the 
evils of war, not without a murmur only, but, in many cafes, 
with pleafure alfo. It fupprefled the feelings even of parental af- 
fe6tion. Of this, there was a memorable inftance lately in France : 
Their Lordfhips would recolleft, there was fome time ago a re- 
port, (which turned out afterwards to be a falfe one, but that was 
of no importance to his prefent purpofe, fince the efFcft was the 
fame as if it had been true) there was a report, he faid, that in a 
dq)artment in France, -fix hundred young men had manifefted a dif- 
pofition to cfFed a counter-revolution. What -was the efFcft ? 
The parents of thefe young men appeared at the bar of the National 
Convention, and demanded, as an zGt of juftice, that the heads of 
fuch traitorji fhould be fevered from their bodies, without diftinch 
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don! Their Ldrdihips had read much rf flic lifeTDic virtue of the 
ancient Romans. We had all read of, and had been accuAomed 
to applaud, the -condudl of Brutus ; great and glorious as it was, it 
was, in comparifon to diis republican cnthufiafm, almoft cold and 
lifelefs : Brutus was an oificer, and, in that character, had certain 
duties to difcharge ; but thcfe were private individuals who demand- 
ed^ the death of their relatives for the public good ! Such were the 
men whom their enemies wd*e to conquer by the efforts of mercenary 
troops ! This was not all ; for fuppofing all this ardour and cnthu- 
fiafm to be worth nothing in this, war, although, by the bye, he 
thought worth more than all other confiderations put together, but 
fuppofing it to be ufelefa, were the French without means of pro- 
curing property to cariy on die war ? Thofe who thought fo, 
would be fadly deceived. They had already taken the King's Civil 
Lift, and they had taken a good deal from the Clergy, and they 
may take a great deal more ; what they aliieady have from indivi- 
duals will pay the expencc of the next campaign ; and refources of 
this nature ^re almoft infinite among them : extenfive enough un- 
queftionably to furvive all their enemies, if wealth can decide the 
difpute. They have takea bells, and caft them into cannon, which, 
by the bye, was making them more ufeful to the Republic, than to 
have them dangling to fteeples. Their filver faints too, they had 
prefled into the fervice, and had found their affiftance beneficial. 
What was the treafure of the French ? Their arms, their (lores, 
their'ammunition, their ftrength, their power, their numbers ; but 
above all, their zeal and enthufiafm ; fuch, in the a^rcgatc, as 
muft render them invincible. Thefe were things not to be imitat- 
ed by any other people in Europe at the prefent moment.. Had w^ 
any of this zeal, any of this enthufiafm, .in the mafs of the people ? 
He lived in the Weft ; he heard frequently from the North and 
South of this ifland, and, from all he could coUefl:, there was no 
fuch thing as even a defire among the people to keep up the war. 
Upon the lafl campaign ; the general temper of the people he did 
not believe to be what a noble Duke had hinted in the debate on 
the addrefs. [This alluded to the fpeech of the Duke of Norfolk, 
who faid, he thought that by a falfe alarm of infuneftion, Minif- 
ters had given fomething like popularity to the commencement of 
the war.] But now he was confident the general defire of the 
people was for peace ; and that it ihould be concluded as fpeedily 
as poffible. 

There was a point almoft entirely neglefted by thofe who fpoke 
upon the fubjecS of the prefent war, and that point appeared to him 
to be of very great importance. Their Lordjfhips flioul4 recollect 
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how long it was iince the French revolution happened ; thofe who 
were lads at that time were now become men ; and thofe who were 
little children were become boys ; it was upon tbefe that the French 
chiefly depended ; and their way of thinking upon political fubje£ts 
differed widely from thofe moderate men who firft brought about 
the revolution. They, many of th^m, were friends to a limited 
monarchy ; but now the mafs of the French was that of an enthu- 
fiaftic republic ; and even among the few who might yet be mode* 
rate, the greater part were for liberty. This was an important 
point to be confidered ; much muft depend upon the opinion of the 
French people at large, in a war where we iniifted on their taking 
a certain form of Government for themfelves ; and the opinion of 
the people at large might be pretty well difcovered by the debates of 
the Convention, which, with other focieties added to it, certainly 
had the whole of the Government of France, and had poffeflion, 
properly fpeakijog, of the whole country, and unlefsthey fpoke the 
fenfe of the people their power would foon be at an end. Their 
Lordftiips (hould hear what was faid by (Mie of the Members of thp 
Jacobin club, and then they fhould judge what was thought of the 
qualification of a patriot in France at this time ; they (hould hear 
the words of an able man, Du Bois Crance. ** Let us," faid he, 
" expel from this important fociety, every man that cannot prove 
an a(^ which, if there jvas a counter-revolution, (hould entitle him 
to be hanged." This was well expreffed by a man whpfe objeft 
it was to prove he was a true Republican. I am, faid his Lord- 
ffiip, ready to be hanged or guillotined for the caufc of liberty my- 
fclf ; it is not what I wi(h or call for, but I hope, that if it became 
neceffary I fhould ihew that I would not (brink from it. 

There was an opinion entertained fome time ago, that Minifters 
were entering into, or rather, to fpeak correftly, advifing His Ma- 
jefty to enter into, alliance with foreign powers, for the purpofe of 
forming a Government for France. This being put to Minifters, 
was denied, at firft rather ambiguoufly ; but when he put the quef- 
tion pofitively to the noble Secretary of State, it was peremptorily 
denied. 

He (hould now ftate the proclamation of Lord Hood, on taking 
poffeffion of Titt/w. ' 

" Whereas the fedions of Toulon hnye, by their Commiffioners to met 
made a folcmn declaration ia favour of monarchy, have proclaimed 
Louis 17th, fon of the late Louis i6tb, their lawful King, and have 
(worn to acknowledge him, and no longer fufFer the defpotifm of the ty- 
rants which at this time govern France, but will do their utmoft toeflab- 
lilh monarchy, as accepted ly their htfi Sovereign, ia 17B9, and reilore 
peace to their diflradted and calamitous country. 
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** I do hereby repeat what I have already declared to the people of the 
South of France, thzt, J take poffej/ton of Toulon^ and hold it in truft only 
for Louis i*jth, until peace Jhall be re-eJiahUjbed in France^ which I hope 
snd truft will be foon/' 

aSthAuguft, 1793. HOOD/* 

Such was the declaration of Lord Hood. He declared he took 
&e place for the purpofe of eftablifhing monarchy, as fettled in the 
year 1789. Now it is avowed, that we carry on the war for fbmc- 
tfiing elfe. If Lord Hood had miftaken his inftrucSions, Miniffers 
fliould fay fo, and the blame would attach upon his Lordfhip. Pof- 
fibly Minifters had an anfwer to this fubjedt ; ' he (hould be very 
happy to have it explained away ; but at prefent, there was an ap- 
parent contradiftion in their fentiments, w4th regard to the objedl 
of the war. Laft fejBion of Parliament, when this fubjevS was de- 
. bated with us, what was the language held out by Auftria and Prirf- 
fia, with ,regard to a form of Government for France? Defpo- 
tifm! What were their views when Dumourier correfponded with, 
and advifed tfte Prince De Saxe Cobourg — ^This fame Dumourier, 
who only loft the favour of thefe generous allies becaufe he was not 
fuccefsful in his treachery to the French, whofe battles he undertook 
to fight— What were the views, he alked, of thefe allies at this 
time? To eftablifli defpotifm in France 5 and with thefe we had 
entered into alliance ; but we did not at firft avow their fyftem to it^ 
extent, and the duplicity with which we aSed was fhameful. Lord 
Hood, at Toulon^ profeffes to want the Conftitution eftabliflied in 
France in the year 1789, and accepted by Louis the i6th; and at 
this very time, Minifters, at Whitehall, fay to the French, " we 
will fecure to you a monarchy at all events. Let there be a King, 
let him be limited, or unlimited. Let the Jwwer be free from the 
people, or let it it be the defpotic, abfolut^ will of the monarch ^ 
thefe are confiderations of no importance to us, either of thefe will 
do, fo that you have ^ King. We will give you a monarchy at 
all events, which may be modeled and fettled hereafter." The de- 
claration of His Majefty, of the 29 th of Oftober, ftated, amongft 
other things, " That the circumftances in confequence of which 
His Majefty had found himfelf engaged in a defenfive war againft 
France, were then known to all Europe. The objefls which His 
Majefty had propofed to himfelf from the commencement of the 
war were of equal notoriety. To repel an unprovokedaggreflion ; to 
contribute to the immediate defence of his allies ; to obtain for them 
and for himfelf, a juft indemnification ; and to provide, as far as 
circumftances would allow, for the future fecurity of his own fub- 
jedls, ^d of all the other nations of Europe ; thefe were the points 
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for which His Majefly had felt it incumbent on him to -employ all. 
the means which he derives from the refources of his dominions, 
from the zeal and affefUon of his people, and from the unqueftion- 
able juftice of his caufe. . The declaration then proceeded to ftate 
the calamities brought upon France by the tyranny of its prcfent 
rulers, and difclaimed, on the part of His Majcfty, any wifti to in- 
terfere in the particular form of Government to be eftablifhed in an 
indcpendant country ; but concludes, " It is for thefc obje(fls that 
he calls upon them to join the ftandard of an hereditary monarchy, 
not for the purpofe of deciding in this moment of dif order y calamity ^ and 
public danger f on all the modifications of which this form of Government 
is fufcepiible ; but in order to unite themfelves once more under the 
empire of law, of morality, and religion, and to fecure at length to 
their own country, external peace, domeflic tranquillity, a real and 
genuine liberty, a wife, moderate, and beneficent Grovernment, 
aod the uninterrupted enjoyment of all the advantages M'hich can 
contribute to the happinefs and profperity of a great and powerful 
nation." How did this tally with the proclamation of Lord Hood 
at Toulon, who had exprefsly ftipulated for the Conftitution of 
1789! How did either of them agree with the proclamation of 
General Wurmfer, which dated nothing but pofitive and unlimited 
monarchy. This, Auftria and Pruflia had continued to perfift in, 
ever fincc the Revolution, we had entered into alliance with thefc 
powers, and feemed now to have fully entered into the fpirit of their 
views ; although at firft, we afFedled to difclaim them. AH this 
change came about within the courfe of fix months. If he was as 
much inclined to fpeak favourably of Minifters as a penfioner, he 
iQufi confefs thefe things ; he had no pleafure in fiating them ; nor 
did heconclufively fay they could not be explained to the fatisfafition- 
of die Public ; but they certainly were very great apparent contra- 
di^ions. 

He muft now take notice of the prote^ion, which, on the part 
oftUs country, waspromifed tofuch of the French as would declare 
themfelves in favour of Royalty, and againft the prefent ruling 
power or tyrannical fa(SUon of France. Protcftion! What protec- 
tion could we give them? Such prote<Stion as wc had already given. 
What had haH)ened? Lyons, La Vendee, and Toulon; all thefc 
places had been, entirely deftroyed, and thoufands had loft tfieir lives 
in the courfe of the conteft in each place. To hold out promifes of 
this kind, when we knew it was out pf our power to fulfil them, 
appeared to him to be highly immoral ; inafmuch as it expofcd 
thoufands of deluded creatures to famine, defpair, and death; to be 
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highly impolitic alfo, as it muft, in time, annihilate all corifiddnctf 
in us, and in our promifes altogether. 

He heard much, he faid, of the monftrous Government o( 
France, aildof the fanguihary decrees lately palTed in the French 
Convention; but there was a 4iftin6tion to be made in this part of 
the fubjed, which had not been fo cafually overlooked, by force, 
as' it was defignedly omitted in all their fpeeches, and their writings. 
The diftinftion he meant was this, the difference between the real 
Gmftiiution of France y and the, proyijional Government of France , 
The Conftitution of France was fixed, definite, clear, and perma- 
nent, and at the head of it was the imprefcriptible Rights of Man, 
which were of fo excellent a nature, that he defied all the Philofo- 
phers on earth to improve it. He could not do better than to recall 
the attention of that Houfe to its contents. Here he read the de- 
d^uration of the Rights of Man prefixed to the Conftitution. [Vide 
the Cpnftitution itfelf.] The bafis of this declaration was liberty ; 
and equality was a part of liberjty. By equality was nxant, not that 
all men fhould be equal in property, that was impoflible, that was 
the mifreprefentation of interefted men, and believed only by the 
irioft ftupid. It was nothing more than this; that all men had an 
c^ual right, by talents and induftry, to gain, and haying gained, 
had a right to keep their property; had an equal right to equal lawsj» 
and an impartial adniiniftration of Juftlce. This was the equality 
which was fo much condemned ; an equality which conftitutbd the 
cflTence of Juftice between man and man in a ftate of Society. On 
this was founded the whole of the declaration of rights. His Lord- 
ihip then gave a fhort hiftory of the forming of the Conftitution of 
France by the Xrirondift party, and the general difpofition manifefted 
by the people to revolt at it. He then gave an account of the form- 
ation of die Conftitution, as it now ftands, and obferved that the 
whole people of France approved of it ; that after the forming of it, 
by the Convention, they did, as they ought to do; they fent a copy 
of it to every parifh in France : there it was left for the people to 
|brm their opinion of it ; they did forAi their opinion of it, 
and entered into a formal, as well as heart-felt, acceptation* 
of it ; and accordingly tranfmitt^d that acceptation to the Con^ 
'yention. The original a6t then Became the exprcflioh of the 
general will ; and it was recorded, and now remairts, and is the 
Conftitution of France. We were aflccd, ivhsXfecurity could w^ 
have for a faithful obfervancc of any treaty or agreement with the 
French, if we ftiould at prefent enter into any ? rie would anfwer, 
the French Conftitution, which was a higher degree of fecurity 
than any other power in Europe could give ; becaufe thfe* Conftitutio^ 
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of France was the aft of almoft entirely the whole of At people of 
France. By tfiat very Conftitution the French had renounced fo- 
lemnly, and for ever, all thought of interfering with any Govemr 
ment but their own: this was manifefted in the Ii8th and the 
1 19 th articles of that .very Conftitution, and exprefled a friend0iip 
for every free people. The articles wei'e as follow: 

** XKe French people is the friend and the natural ally of.eveiy 
free people. 

** It does not interfere in the Government of other nations. It 
does not fufFer other nations to interfere in its own." 

This was not all ; for they had declared, in the declaration of 
rights, which he had already read to their Lordfhips, that liberty 
is the power which belongs to man, of doing eyery thing that doef 
not hurt the rights of another; its principle is nature; its rule Juf- 
,tice ; its proteftion the law ; and its moral limits are defined by thU 
maxim, " Do not to another what you would not wi(h done to your- 

felf." This was .the bafis of the Conftitution of France. It was 

ft-'' 

more; for it was the bafis of Chriftianity itfelf ; for by the power 
of our holy religion it was cxpreffed, " Do unto thy neighbour that 
which thou wouldft have thy neighbour do unto thqe;" and yet the 
Trench people Were called Atheifts ! By the bye, a word or two upon 
that fubjedt prefently: he muft now, however, proceed upon the 
diftindtion which he had promifed to make between tht fixed permar 
nent Government of France, and the provisional Government of France. 
The Conjiitution was unalterable^ and he had already defined ^it. 
With regard to the provr/tonal Government, under which head were 
to be taken all fanguinary decrees which have lately paffed in the 
Convention ; the provifional Government, he faid, was of a tempo-' 
rary nature , and might, and, if neceffary, would, be repealed by the 
feme authority that paffed them, whenever ,that became neceflfary, 
for the ends of negociation with other powers. This provifional 
Government, altogether, was ^reded for the purpofe of ^epelliijg 
their invaders, and to drive their enemies out of their dominions. 
It was like the temporary law of a befieged town, made at the coni- 
mencement of the fiege, and to^end at the conclufion of the fiegf. 
It was not to this provifional Government that we were to look, 
biit to the French Conftitution ; many parts of which were founded 
on the principles of the Britiih Conftitution ; and as to thcfe decree^, 
of which we had heard fo much, as he had before obferved, they 
might be repealed at a. breath: indeed the point was fo plain, that 
it was needlefs to urge much upon it. He was reminded by it, 
however, of what was faid by that great man, the late Lord Chat- 
ham^ when he took notice of the manner in which iosw pedops 
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had infifted on the authority of certain afls of Parliament . in this 
country, with refpeft to America, at the time of the American war. 
•* It is not," faid he, " by infifting upon, or by repealing a few 
paltry fcraps'of parchment, which are called afts of Parliament, that 
you are to preferve your true intereft ; it is by obferving a candid, 
juft, and honourable condu<S, that you are to convince the world 
of the purity of your intentions, and to hope for an honourable and 
permanent tranquillity." So in this cafe, if we followed thatadvice, 
there could be no difficulties upon thcfe decrees, or upon any part of 
this provifional Government. Indeed the French had manifefted 
a difpofition to be on friendly terms with us, in preference to almoft 
any other power. What had they done with refpeft to foreign na- 
tions ? They had voted, that Great Britain was a free Government, 
and they had fet up the flags of Great Britain and Americay together 
■with that of France^ in the Hall of the Jacobins, and conlidered 
them as fit to be united. 

With regard to the charge of Atheifm, fo laviflily heaped on the 
French people, he might difpofe of the whole of it, at once, by fay- 
ing, that we had nothing to do with the religion of any other coun- 
try. But upon that fubjeft, thofe who charged the whole of the ' 
French people, or any great number of them, with Atheifm, were 
tvrong: the truth was, there were fome Atheifts in France before 
the revolution ; but who and what were they ? Pampered^ mitred 
Priejisy zxiA Arijiocrats ; none of what are called now the Sam Cu- 
lottes; no, nor any of the middle clafs, by whom the nation is now 
fupported, and whofe opinion only can be worth attending to, in a 
national point of view, and by whom this Conftitution was formed. 
ArifiocratSy he faid, only, were Atheijis. In fupport of this, he 
would give their Lordfhips an iiiftance of what he himfelf witnefled, 
when at Paris on his travels. A company of people of falhion of 
both fexes met ; prefent alfo a Minifter of a foreign Court, not the 
noble Earl near him (the Earl of Mansfield ;) the entertainment 
confifted of a debate, in which there were, as generally is the cafe 
in moft debating affcmblies, two champions, from whom the com- 
pany expeft the greateft inftrudion or amufement, and fome infe- 
rior orators, now and then to fupport fome trifling parts. The 
qucftion was not, whether there was or was not a God ? But whe- 
ther inculcating the doftrine that there was a God, was not too 
grofs an impoflure upon the credulity of mankind ? One of thefc 
champions fupported the affirmative of this propofition, and the 
other only thoi^ht it a harmlcfs and juftifiable impofture. In the 
courfe of this debate, none were more delighted than fome dignified 
■^ clergy who were prefent. . . [Here tlier^ were fome murmurs in the 
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Houfe.] His Lordftii'p faid, it was bad, very bad ; and infteadof 
entertaining him, excited hisliorror ; but he related it, to (hew to 
the Houfe that the Atheifls in France wsre AriJiocratSy charaftcrs now 
nearly exterminated there, and for the purppfc alfo of obferving, 
that it was in Frartce, as in mod other countries, the middling apul 
the lower claffes had fome reverence for religion, and that the 
charge of Atheifm againft the whole of the French people, was like 
many other charges againft them in the mafs, wholly unfounded. 
It was true, indeed, that religion had been treated with fome levity 
among the French, and this was more occafioned by the Clergy 
themfelves, than by any other clafs of men ; they made a mere 
trade of religion, for the purpofe of deluding die populace ; and 
they kept up, by fanaticifm, a fyftem of deception for the moft in- 
famous purpcrfes ; they taught the poor and fimple creatures who 
bore arms for a ftandard of Royalty in France, to depend upon the 
religion for whjch they fought, and pretended, by the moft barc- 
feced tricks,' to perform what coqjd not be done by natural agency. 
This would be evident, by a lift of the tools of their trade, which 
had been taken in a camp, belonging to fome of thefe Royalifts^ — 

The Bifhop of DURHAM faid, he could not fit ftill to hear any 
more of what the noble Earl propofed to deliver upon the fubjeS of 
religion : it might, perhaps, be well adapted for the amufement of 
the National Convention, or the Club of Jacobins, whom the 
noble Earl had taken pains to ex:tol, but indeed it appeared to him 
to have no connexion with the motion with which it was generally 
uiiderftood the noble Earl was to conclude his fpccch/ He could 
not "help fayifig that their Lordftiips had heard, with admirable pa- 
tience, an extravagant farrago, for a much longer time than any 
perfon was entitled to cxpeft ; but he trufted that their Lordftiips 
would now fee the propriety of withholding any farther attention to a 
fubje£t fo unfit for grave deliberation and the dignity of the Houfe. 

Earl STANHOPE faid, he really meant nothing difirefpedful 
to religion ; he only meant to expofe fome of the very fliameful 
tricks of its profeflbrs. He was fatisfied he did not tranfgrefs any 
known rule of order in that Houfe. The reverend Prelate had ob- 
jefted to what he had not heard, as being unconneded with a mo- 
tion which was not made, and had been pleafed to ft)'le what he 
had heard, moft elegantly, a farrago. Be that as it miglit, he 
would never intrude upon the temper of the Houfe ; and although 
he knew himfelf to be regular, yet even the wifti of the Houfe 
(hould command him to abandon the fubjecS, which had given fo 
much offence to the reverend Prelate. But, to proceed to his mo- 
dbn, not even a combination of Bifliops fliould prevent him. He 
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thought It h}s du^'to do fo; for> inhis confcience 4iel)dieved tivU: 
this war was entered into by mifconccptlon, and had been hitherto 
carried on by mifrepi^fentation. That the calamities already attend- 
ing it were dreadful and alarrning ; that a continuance of it niight 
be the ruin of this country. To <io his duty, in endeavouring tp 

prevent that fatal cataftrophe, he (hould conclude with moving, 

** That an humble addrefs be prefenWd to His Majefty, humbly to rc- 
prefent to His Majefty, that the French nation have exprefsly recognized 
the facred principle, that no country poffeiles the right to interfere with 
another independent nation. To flate to His Majefly, thjit in the i i8t|i 
^nd II 9th Articles of the Conftitution of France, they have declared, 
that the French are the friends and the natural allies of every free people, 
and that it does not interfere with the Government of other nations.-^ 
^Humbly, therefore, to befeech His Majeily, in .his equity and jiiftice, 
•to acknowledge the French Republic, and thereby lay ihe foundation of 
a fpcedy reconciliation and permarient peace." 

L?t us do this, fai^ his Lordfhip. Let .us be juft— let us be 
honeft. Let us do our duty to one another ; .let us confide in Pro- 
vidence, (for I am not Svithout religion) ; let us, I fay, .endeavoi|r 
,to do juftice, and leave the reft to God ! 

Lord ABINGDON faid, diat if the noble Lord's motiop had 
.been, that the prefent. Republican anarchy of France w^ the^beft 
and fitteft Government for the blood-thirfty , robbers 's^nd impiou3 
murderers of that country, and that we, acjcnowledging this, (hould 
bind ourfelves to keep th^mip that ftate as the one beft adapted for 
fuch arace of monfters, and. not fuffer them to have a.rponarchical 
or any better form of Government whatever, he would, with h9art- 
. felt pleafure and fatisfadtion, fecond the, noble, Lord's motion; but 
the motion being what it is, in his opinion, the be(l argument againft 
it was a good loud horfe-laugh ! 

Lord DARNLEY oppofed Earl Stanhope's motion as being ex- 
tremely dangerous in its tendency at the prefent moment, and dif- 
fented fo far from the fentiments of the noble Lord's motion upon 
this fubje«a, that he thought, that the Minifter who (hould propofe 
cither to treat for, or accept peace, with the French Governrtient, 
would deferve to lofe his head. * 

The pari of WARWICK paid- Earl Stanhppe many handforoc 
complimeftts for private virtues which he knew him to poffefs, bjit 
differed from him effentially in politicalfentiments, and particularly 
on this occafion. He allowed him purity of intentions, he dif- 
claimed all infinu^tions to the contrary, but he muft confefs his mo- 
tion was, in his ppinion, highly improper under the circumftanpes of 
the prefent war. 

The motion was then put and negatived; and the Houfe ad* 
joumed to Xuefday next. 
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Tuefday^ Q,%th Januaty. 

Earl STANHOPE obfervcd, that whenever any matter wHch 
refpe<fted the judicature of Great Britain was the fubjeft of public 
obfervation, and it was thought the laws had not been juftly admi- 
niftered, he deemed it his duty, as a Membelr of the Legillature, 
to bring that fubje£t under. the confideration of their Lordftiips. 
He (hould, therefore, without any farther preface, move, " That 
all the Lords be fummoned for Friday next." 

The LORD CHANCELLOR conceived it would be proper 
for die noble Earl to declare what was the fubjeft of his motion, 
as without that intimation their Lordfhips would be pai<ticularljf 
ordered to affemble for an indefinite purpofe. 

Lord STANHOPE replied, that he was not obliged to name 
the particu ar circumftance ; but in order to comply with the learned 
Lord's idea, he fliould ftate, that what he had to fubmit to the 
Houfe was, a motion on the fubje<S of the fentence of tranfporta- 
tion of Meflrs. Muir and Palmer, whofe cafe he meant to bring 
legally before their Lord(hips ; and if the learned Lord did not 
think this explanation fufficicnt, he fhould now enter into the 
merits of his intended motion. 

Lord LAUDERDALE trufted that Vii noble friend would not 
purfue this motion, as it might tend to injure the progrefs of the 
very objedl he fought, which was taken up with great folemnity in 
another Houfe, and was proceeding m a manner from which he 
faw the faireft profpeft of fuccefs, as there were incontrovertible 
arguments to fupport its juftice. He begged him, at leaft, to poft- 
pone it, unril the fate of what was now depending in another 
Houfe was determined. 

Lord STANHOPE infilled that his motion would not iitterfcre 
with what was going forward elfewhere. It went merely to flop the 
tranfportation of thofe two gentlemen before their cafe was argued 
befcM-e the Houfe. ^ . 

The LORD CHANCELLOR then put the queftion, that the 
tx)rds be fummoned for Friday, which was carried, and their Lord- 
^ps adjourned to next day, 

Widnefdayj zgth January. 

ILord GRENVILLE brought a meffage from his Majefty, ac- 
<painting the Houfe, that his Majefty had been pleafed to order the 
landing of feme Hefflan troops. [For a copy of the meffage fee the 
Proceeding^ df the Houfe of Commorts of the fame date, j His* 
Lordihip moved an addrefs to his Majefty, mofl: humbly^ to thank 
^$ Mijcifty for* hisr gracious commumcatioir, 
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Lord LAUDERDALE expreffed his furprife at this proceeding, 
which he regarded as extremely unconftitutional. He requefted 
that the noble Secretary of State would inform the Houfe of th# 
number of the troops that had been landed, and of the nature of 
their future deftination. His Lordlhip did not defire to know the 
particular fervice for which they were defigned, but only if they 
were to defend the ifland, or were landed merely for the purpofe of 
being employed at a proper time on fome other fervice. This Viras 
an information which he thought extremely neceffary and important 
to that Houfe. 

Lord GRENVILLE replied, that he could not give any other 
information, either as to the number or future deftination of the 
Heffian troops, than what was contained in his Majefly's moft 
gracious meffage. 

Lord LAUDERDALE faid, that he thought the noble Secretary . 
was bound to give the , Houfe the information he required. The 
nation had ever been jealous of its liberty, and of the landing of 
foreign troops. In a period of much greater importance, in 1746, 
the Parliament had defired to know the number of Heffian troops 
landed in England, when they did not exceed 6000 ; and^ except 
for this precaution^ he faid, any number might be landed' without 
the knowledge or confent of Parliament. His Lordfliip faid, he 
had no apprehenfions o'f being deemed diforderly when he confidered 
the meffage as that of the Minifter and treated it accordingly, and 
therefore fhould demand every fatisfacSion on the fubje^Si which 
the Houfe had a right to expedl. 
.The motion for the addrefs was then read, and carried. 

Earl STANHOPE rofe, and obferved, that he did not fuppofc 
he would be contradidled by any noble Lord in the Houfe, when 
he affcrted that. an examination into the pradlice of the courts of 
juftice of this kingdom, and whatever appertained to them, and the 
condudl of the Judges, were important trufts, and fuch as involved, 
their Lordfhips in a correfpondcnt and effential duty to examine into 
cither with care and deliberation, when any thing occurred which^ 
had the femblance of injuftice or oppreffion. The queftion which 
he would have the honour to fubmit to their Lordfhips, was one, 
to which, from its Angularity and oppreffion, he could not fuppofe 
that they- were ftrangers. If it were afked, if he had a precedent 
for what he was going to move, he would reply that, in his mind,^ 
precedents were unneceffary, where oppreffion was great, or mifcon-- 
ducft manifeft. For it was the unalienable right of the people^ 
not to hold precedents neceffary, where Magna Charta was abufed, 
or the laws ftretched to a degree unjuftifiable. , If, therefore, fom^. 
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noble Lords required^prccedcnts to bear him out in hi^ aiiguments, 
he would even meet diem on this ground, and ft^te three, which 
were ftriSly in point, and were fuch as would be received by their 
Lordihips, with that degree of fentiment that was certainly due to 
their liiiportance. In the reign of William and Mary, there were 
four a<5ls pafTed to reverie four different attainders. Three of 
thefc, particularly, muft occur to the mind of every noble Lord 
prefcnt. They were thofe which referred to Alderman Comifli, 
Algcmoon Sydney, and Lord Ruffel, who were charged with fcdi- 
tion and treafon. In the year 1689, a bill was brought in to re- 
verie the fentence of the court agatnft Alderman Comifli, whid) 
was read on the 2d day of June, a firft time ; and was read a fecond 
time the fame day, and committed. [Here the noble Earl called 
upon the Clerk of the Houfe to read extrafts'from the Journals 
in corroboration of his affertions]. From the precedents read from 
the Journals, Earl Stanhope proceeded to obferve, that the bill for 
revifing the attainder againft Alderman Comifli, pafled the Com- 
mons in the courfe of four days, and was fent up to the Lords for 
their concurrence. The attainder againft Algernoon Sydney and 
William Ruffel, commonly called Lord RufTel, were alfo made 
void by a fimilar procefs, in confequence of the recommendation of 
his Majefly to the Houfe, to take the fame into its confideration. 
Thefe were the grounds on which he would bring forward his mo- 
tion, with refped to Mr. Muir, the proceedings againft whom, he 
pronounced to be of the moft extraordinary, and, in his mind, the 
moft unjuftifiable, nature, that ever came before a court of juftice. 
In this unexampled trial, th^ir Lordfhips mufb be furprifed to 
hear, that the Lord Advocate was fuffered to bring forward every 
circumftance which he thought ncceffary to criminate the pannel,- 
or, agreeably to the phrafeolc^ of the Englifh courts, the defend- 
ant ; and, diough the moft prominent charges brought againft th« 
pannel on his trial, were not contained in the indidment, ftill the 
pannel, which, according to law and juftice, ought to have availed 
himfelf of the circumftance, was not admitted to do fo, becaufe 
Ae Lord Advocate declared, that if the charges were there infertcd, 
die indiiStment would cover the walls of the court. What, he 
afked, would their Lordfhips fay to the Managers of the Impeach- 
ment, if they had omitted feveral of their moft important charges 
againfl Mr. Haftings, and afterwards attempted to prove him 
guilty of fuch P Surely their Lordfhips would not fufFer them to 
profit by their own negligence, becaufe, forfooth, they might have 
apologifed for their remifTnefs, by faying, that the introduftion of 
fpch charges in the articles of the Impeachment would pccafion. 
Vol. XXXVIII. / 
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them to extend to fuch a length, thaj thejr would cover the walls oi 
the High Court of Parliament Nothing, ia his tnind> could be 
more abfurd, or derogatory to the principles of law, or of common 
fenfc. But the principle, when attempted to be eftahlHhed on the 
Impeachment, was foiir feveral times repelled by their Lordfliips 
in the cafe of Warren Haftings, in t]ie inftances that he would 
mention. Mr. Haftings was charged by one of the Managers with 
having a£);ed criminally in having received fix lacks of rupees from 
Kelleram. The produSion of this evidence was objcfted to by 
Mr. Law, the Counfel for the prifoner, becaufe the fad was not 
charged in the Impeachment ; whereupon their Lordfhips adjourned 
to their Chamber of Parliament, and after debate rcfolvcd, tha* 
fuch evidence was inadmiffible for the reafon affigned. On the 
29th of April, 1790, the Managers interrogated a witnefs, whe- 
ther or not more opprcffion did not exift under the new inftitutions 
eftabliflied by Mr. Haftii^s, than under the<ild forms that prevailed 
before his arrival in India ? The queftion was- alfo objefted to by 
the Counfel for Mr. Haftings, becaufe the charge was not contained 
in the Impeachment, though he admitted that the word " opprcf- 
fion" was inferted in the articles* Mr. 'Plomer contended, that the 
Managers could not come forward with any chaige founded on ge- 
neral words, without fi«:h charge was ftated in full and precifc terms 
In the Impeachment. Mr. Burke replied, by declaring, ** that he 
did not contend that any fuch proceeding (hould be tolerated," but 
ftiU he infifted, " that the Managers for the Houfe of Commons 
were not bound by the rules or forms of precedent in ordinary cafes> 
and that fuch privilege was their Magna Chart a^ and therefore they 
were juftified in fuch proceedings ;" but when theii* Lordfliips met 
in their Chamber of Parliament, they wifely and properly adhered 
to die ftrifl principle of thcrlaw of evidence, and refolved, that the 
Managers were not competent to call witneffes to any h& not fpe- 
dfically chaiged in the articles of Impeachment. His Lordlhip 
next called the attentfon of the Houfe to its farther proceedings on 
the Impeachment, when the Managers attempted to implicate Mr. 
Haftings in the enormities of Deby Sing. Another eflFort to pro- 
duce queftionable evidence againft Mr. Haftings was made in May 
1790, on a circumftance not charged in the Impeachment; all of 
which would appear to have been refifted by their Lordfhips in their 
Journals, on the fame grounds that they had objcdled, in the firft 
inftance, to hear witneifes againft the prifoner. His Lordftiip read 
a ftatement of what paffed in Weftminfter Hall, in each of the in- 
ftances he had referred to, from his own notes taken during the 
trial; and mentioned the particular pages of tlic printed evidence^. 
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iRrhere they would be foundj together with the refolulions of the 
Houfc, on each occafion| delivered in Weftminfter Hall by the 
Lord Chancellor, by their Lordfhips' dire6lfons. Now, if thii 
could not be fullered in the cafe of Mr. Hallings, who was to have 
months, and even years, to prepare his defence, how much more 
forcibly did it apply to Mr. Muir, who was to anfwer on the mo-* 
ment. It was inoonfiftent too with the praftice of Scotland ; for 
an indiiftment was made out, the fa<fts alledged were fet forth, and 
a copy of this was ^ven to the defendant. Why ? That he might 
know the crime wiA which he was charged in time to prepare his 
defence. But what would their Lwdlhips fay when they heard that 
fafts were brought forward in evidence not charged in the indift-^ 
ment, ^* becaufe," forfooth, (aid the Lord Advocate, '* if he had 
enumerated all the atfts of the defendant in the indi6tment, it would 
have covered the walls of the court." — ^This was not all ; Mr. Muit 
was obliged, by the practice of the court, to give in a lift of the 
witnefles the day before the trial. Then, after feeing all that he 
meant to prove in his juftifkation, the profecutor was fufFered to 
bring forth new fafts againft him, of which no notice had been 
given him, under the pretext of their being collateral to the main 
point, and for which he could not, even if he had had a hundred 
witneffes in the court that could refute them, have adduced any 
of them, becaufe their names had not been given in the day before- 
By this means the gentleman was entrapped \ he be^ed that hid 
words might be attended to. The gentleman was entrapped in a 
manner moft outrageous to all ideas of common juftice. There 
were other circumftances in this trial equally at variance with all 
the principles which we reverenced ; and the fame fa<Ss occurred in 
the trial oif the Reverend Mr. Palmer, a man of moft difinterefted 
integrity, and whofe condtift was fp exemplary, that he cOuld not 
avoid fpecifying an inftance. He 'was known to, and patronifed 
by, the late Duke of Rutland, who propofed to give him a valuabk 
living ; bbt from motives of con&ience he refufed it. Another^ 
and a moft afFefting proof of his integrity, and of his amiable man- 
ners, was, that a young gentleman whom he had educated, of the 
name of Ellis, was fo attached by gratitude and eftecm to his ho- 
noured mafler, that he had determined to abandon all his hopes, 
all his conne6lions in life, and to accompany Mr. Palmer in hi« 
exile to B&txnj Bay. This endearing inftance of generous attach- 
ment he mentioned to prove, that this dreadful fcntence, after a 
trial fo extraordinaty, had been paffed on a moft venerable and 
admired chaa^r. In his inftance, there had been a mifnomet 
in the name* The objeaion was over-ruled ; they tried him by 
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the felfe name, buf when they came to pafs fentcnce, they took 
care then to call him by his real name ; thus the perfon who is 
puniflied is not the perfon who was tricH. Challenges too were 
made of ijbveral of the jurors, upon groun4^ that ought to have 
been irrefiftible ; nay, one of the jurors felt the force of the objec- 
tion fo ftrongly, that he requefted permiffion to withdraw— this^ 
was over-ruled. If all this was the law of Scotland, which cer- 
tainly he would not take upon himfelf to deny, he would only ob- 
ferve that Scotland had no more liberty, than it had under the race 
of the Stuarts. All that he contended for was, that they Ihould 
enquire into the trials : he meant to propofe no cenfure in the firft 
jrface ; he defired only that the fentences paiTed againft thefe perfons 
ftiould not be put in execution until their Lordihips (hoidd have 
time to enquire, for nothing was more clear than that they ought to 
preyent the evil confequendcs of thefe harfh and indifcreet proceed- 
ings ; not to fufFer them firft to take place, and then find that they 
were wrong. He had fome fimilar motions in his hand, for the 
four cafes that had already occurred in Scotland, of Mr. Muir, 
Mr. Palmer, Mr. Skirving, and Mr* Margarott. He concluded by 
moving the firft: " That an humble addrefs be prefented to His 
Majefty, reprefenting, that their Lordftiips have been informed of 
the trial and convi£tion of Thomas Muir, Efq. before the Court 
of Jufticiary in Scotland, and entreating that His Majefty may be 
gracioufly pleafed to countermand the fentence of tranfportation : 
and alfo to reprefent that tlie Houfe intends to proceed and examine 
into the circumftances ; and to befeech His Majefty that the faid 
Thomas Muir be not tranfported, uiitil the Houfe has had fufficient 
time to make fuch examination." 

The Earl of MANSFIELD was never more aftoniftied, and he 
had long fat in Parliament, than he ^^s at what fell from the noble 
Earl. It was a heterogeneous mixture of he knew not what, 
founded on flights of fancy that foared beyond the comprehenfion of 
reafon. To follow the noble Lord through the wildernefs of his 
imagination, would be to lofe fight of the beaten tra6t of commoj^ 
fcnfe, and ftray into the unfrequented paths of wild imagination. 
The attention which he took the liberty to claim at prefeitt, reQ)e6ied 
what the noble Earl had advanced on the fubjfd of the Jufticiary 

' Courts of Scotland, and to this he coi>W take upon him to anfwer« 
that in no Court under the glorious Conftitution of this country, had 
juftice been adminiftered with more fidelity. Whenever the noble 
Earl thought proper in a legal and a conftitutional form to bring th« 
pn)ceedings of that Court before their Ldrdftiips* tribunal, cither by 
writ of error, or any other mode> then tlie noble Eari pledged bim- 

3 


f. 


A.J794. DEBATE! 6f 

felf to juftify the proceedings of the Courts below ; arid as hr as his 
abilities were competent, and his ibrength allowed, he would meet 
the noble E^l, or any other Lx)rd, on that fubje£l, and clearly de* 
tnonftrate that the fentences palTed on the criminals, lately fentenced 
Jby die Court of Judiciary, were ftridUy legal, truly conformable to 
the law of Scotland, and perfedUy agreeable to the Union. As to 
what the noble Lord advanced refpedling Algernon Sydney, Lord 
Ruflely &c. that was totally irrelevant to the queftion. The pre^ 
fent culprits Were to be tried by the laws of Scotland, and not of 
E^land. Did the noble Earl wifh to try delinquents in Scodand 
by the laws of England ? Did he wi(h to deprive them of their own 
Omftitution, and fubje6l them to laws to which they never, in their 
reprefentative capacity, alTented ? If he did not, then the prefent 
motion was ridiculous in the extreme ; for it went to this purport, 
that the Houfe of Lords ihould, without any document to afcertain 
a hiA, addrefs His Majefty to.poftpone the fentence of a Court of# 
Juftice. The noble Lord had not produced any one paper, or any 
other evidence, except his own aifertion, to fupport his motion. 
The Courts of Scotland, like the Courts of England, were open to 
revifion of any fentence, if that fentence was deemed unjufl; but 
inftead of the regular application by writ of error^ or by appeal to 
the Throne of Mercy, an attempt was fet on foot by unfair accounts 
of the trial to excite the people to rebel againil the juftice of the fen- 
tence; he called them unfair accounts printed in papers devoted to 
the party diey efpoufed ; as for inftance, one of thofe printed newf- 
papers alledged that the Lord Advocate fpoke for two hours and a 
half, ahd in giving a regular detail of his fpeech diey confined it to 
two Ihort pages, while to Mr. Muir*s fpeech there was an ad libitum 
of paper. He thought it requifite to fay thus much, and to declare 
that whenever the noble Earl who made the motion thought proper 
to bring in legal form the condudl of the Court of Jufticiary before 
the Houfe he was prepared to meet him ; but he trufted that their 
Lord(hips entertained too high a fcnfe of their own dignity to combat 
newfpaper reporters, and found any motion on that vague, and as 
it appeared, felf-interefted mode of intelligence. God forbid, faid 
the noble Earl, that the Judges of this country^ whether in Scotland 
or England, were to have their characters weighed for public in- 
fpedtion by Editors p{ newfpapers: Juftice would then be, as in 
France, at the mercy of interefted individuals. To the prefent mo- 
tion he (hould therefore give his moft decided negative, and notwith- 
fianding what the noble Lord faid of his certainty of carrying that 
motion, if common fenfe prevailed, the noble Earl would fland 
alone. 
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The Duke of NORFOLK could not agree with the noble Earl 
ih the way he had brought the queftion before the Houfc. Had the 
feft, widi refpcft to the admiflicm of evidence of things not con- 
tained in the indi6hnent, been brought before them by petition^ and 
fupported by affidavit, he (hould have thou^t it his duty to go into 
Ae inquiry, but he could not entertain it as brought forward in the 
motion. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, he had endeavoured to pcr- 
fuade the noble Lord not to bring forward the important qucffion in 
a way in which, by the orders pf the Houfe, it could not be entertained ; 
and evfen now he hoped he would withdraw it, only that it might 
be brought forward in a more regular way; if he perliftcd in it, he 
(hould only decline voting at all. But as die motion was made he 
would juft fay, that it was no wonder that tfiefc trials had produced 
fo much public emotion, and had fo warmly intereftcd the feelings 
of mankind, fince, that men in Scotland (hould be tranfported to 
Botany Bay fpr fourteen years for what in England had raifed others 
to the moft fplendid fituations, was certainly calculated to excite fur- 
prife and even more unplcafant fenfationJ. Nor would it cfcapc 
their obfervation that there muft bo fomething extremely harfh in 
the law of Scotland, which (hould inflift a puniihment of fourteen 
years tranfportation for the fame offence which in England would 
fubjeft a man to no more than twelve months imprifonment. But 
though he, by no means, meant to go into the merits of the qucftion, 
or, at this particular period, to give it a full and conclulivc difcuf- 
fion, he could not but obferve, that there was fomething peculiarly 
fevere, with refpe6l to thefe gentlemen ; the very publications which 
were the objecSt of the profecution. Were flipped from their pockets, 
and procured in this fliameful manner, and were made the founda- 
tion of their trial. The noble Earl (Mansfield) has told the Houfe, 
that my noble friend's information has been derived fiom a polluted 
fource ; the printed Report of a partial pamphlet or ncwfpaper; the 
noble Earl is wrong, if he fuppofes all the Reports on thefe trials are 
iimilar ; he^ could (hew the noble Earl fome editions, which leaned 
clearly and entirely to one fide ; but even they did not contradi(^ - 
the ibtement of his noble friend (Stanhope ;) there were circum- 
ftances which attended thefe trials, which he hefitated not to fay, 
were moft dreadfol in their nature, and which he cohtcndcd, rc- 
fleSed no fmall difgracc on the jurifprudence of Scotland ; he al- 
luded, he faid, to witnelTes, who were produced againft the pannel, 
being threatened with imprifonment for life, if they did not difclofc 
every thing required by the Court of Jufticiary. He made fomc 
allufion, on a former night to this fubjetSt, and be then told the 
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Law Lords of this covantiy, that they would haw opportankies of 
defending the oondud of the Court of Juftidary. With xcfpeA 
to official proofs which were neccfiary to be brought in fupport of 
any meafure that was agitated in that Houfe, there would be per- 
fed grounds for the only proper motion which he thought could come 
hfSote them on tlie fubje£t. The record of the conviction and fen<» 
fence could be laid upon the table, upon which to ground an in^ 
quiry into the legality of the fentence. This was the preiper motion 
in his opnton, and this would certainly be brought before thenu 
He would, on a future day, go more at large into the proceedings 
of the Scotch bar, but he would not at prefent provoke a diiicuffion ; 
he had repeatedly urged the noble Earl not to bring forward this mo* 
tion at this tinne, and in this ihape* Since the noble Lord had 
perfevered, he hoped he would now withdraw, and not require a 
divifion ; but if the noble Lord (hould take the 0{»nion of the Houfe, 
he certainly would not vote againft him. 

The Ezurl of COVENTRY rofe, and faid a few words againft 
the motion of the noble Earl, but chiefly copiined himfeif to the 
ground of its informality. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, that in the fituation in 
which he flood, it became him to deliver a few words on the moft 
extraordinary motion he had ever heard. For, granting even that 
there had been in the cafes alluded to, a mif-trial^ that any doubts 
were entertained of the l^lity of any part of their proceedings, that 
fc verdift of the jury had not been juftified by the evidence, that 
the Gondu£t of the judges had in any^degree been founded in mi{ap« 
prehendon of the cafe, thdt there had been a mifapplication of the 
law, or, in fhort, if there had been any thing irregular in the trial, 
vcrdift or fentence, there was a remedy provided by the Conftitu- 
iion, for bringing the whole into revifion. But who ever heard of 
a fingle inftance of an addrefs being moved for in this Houfe, topray 
His Majefty to poftpone the execution of a fentence ? Nothing was 
more certain dian that human judgement might err ; and not a year, 
not an a^ze, not a term almoft pafled, without inAances of cafes 
being brought into that ftate, when one judge was happy to have his 
judgment revifed by his brothers, and when, by more deliberate 
difcuffion of a queilion, any error into which he might have fallen 
might be corrected, to the eafe and remedy of the parties concerned* 
Cruel and hard would be the iituation of a judge, if fuch means 
were not ^vcn him, of retracing any mifapprehcniion or error into 
whidi he had fellcn. What was the way in which this was to be 
done ? By the perfon, who ftood convicSlcd by a jury of his coun- 
try of a crime, humbling himfeif before the Throne, and prefent- 
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ing a petition flating the hardftiip of his cafe, and praying His Ma- 
jcfty to interfere with the' gracious cxercife- of his prerogative. It 
certainly was not unfit that a perfon upon whom a vcrdiS of guilty 
\¥f9s b paiTed by -his country, Ihould fo humble himfelf beforrthe 
Throne ; in drath it was not humbling, it was becoming, that a 
man againft whom fuch a fentence lay (hould prefent his cafe in 
ierms of fupplication. Was it fo here? Had any petition been 
prefented by the perfons tried in Scotland ? No fuch thing. He 
could take upon him to fay, that fuch was the anxiety of tKofe whofe 
duty it is to advicre His Majefty in that to which his own difpofition 
fo conftantly leads him, for the clear afcertainment of the legality of 
the fehtences in quefdon, that though no petition had been prefented 
by the parties, an inquiry had been made ; and he would take upon 
hinfifelf to fay, that when this paper (hould be laid before their 
JLordfhips, they would fee that no pains had been fpared to deter- 
mine whether any circumftances had occurred either of irregularity in 
the trials, or of illegality in the fentence. It was not heceflary for 
him to volunteer the produ61ion of this paper ; but if ever their 
Lordihips fhould think proper to entertain an inquiry into the cafe, 
he would pledge himfelf that they ftiould find the conduct of the 
judges of Scotland had been fuch as their Lor^fhips would always 
defire to find in men entrufted with fundlions fo important. He 
avoided any more founding and. extravagant terms of praife, becaufe 
he wilhed not to enter into culogiums that might be thought over- 
trained. * A man who afFefled to defend the Adminiftration of 
juftice in Venice was puniftied by the government for his officious 
zeali for they faid the juftice of Venice would defend itfelf. The 
noble Earl had referred to refolutions of that Houfe, as a ground 
for arraigning the proceedings on the trials. The Scotch Judges 
neither could know officially, nor be guided by any refolutions of 
that Houfe ; they could aft only by the praftice of their own Court, 
and it was certain that all the inftances quoted byjhe noble Earl 
wefe clearly within fuch praftice. The Lord Advocate had a right 
to prove feSs collateral with the main fadl, though not fpecially 
fiatcd in the indidment. With refpcft to the mifnomer, though 
fuch an error would be fetal in the ftrid proceedings of the English 
Courts, it was not fo in Scotland : it was their dofh-ine that the 
identity of a perfon was better proved by his joining iffue in the 
trial, and thereby acknowledging himfeljf to be the perfon meant, 
than by being perfectly corre<S in the fpelling of his name. In the 
fame way with refpeft to the challenges, nothing could be more 
abfurd than the grounds on which they were made. To challenge 
jurcr^ becaufe they had entered into affociations, was in fa6t to chal- 
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lei^ all that was rcfpeftabk in the countiy, for almoft every man 
of tank or relpcft, had at diat time aflbdated for the purpofc of fup- 
pordi^theConfKtution. In (hort, all the objcaions which had 
been made on diefe trials pmperly over-ruled, were fomething in 
the nature of the fpeech of that man, who being put on his trial, 
fidd, he would fwear the peace againft the judge, for he had a defigri 
upon his life. His Lordfhip fpoke iirith great fatisfadtion of the 
loyalfy and zeal of the people of Scotland, declaring, drat if was a 
notorious hiSt, that the general fpirit of the Country was in favour 
of order and government ; that the inhabitants of that part of the 
Idngdom were perfedly contented with the Adminiftration of crimi- 
nal juftke Aat had prevailed there under' the praftice of the Court 
of Jufficiary, a pradice that had prevailed for near a century, with 
infinite cafe and fatisfadion to the fubjcfts in general. He was 
rficrefbre glad to find, firom what had pafled thit day, that their 
Lordfliips felt favourably to thofe judges who had dpferved fo well 
of the country in general ; he hoped that feeling would continue, 
becaufe it was no more than the judges M'ere amply entitled to. 

Earl STANHOPE faid, that he had not heard, the only thing 
that could induce him upon any occafiop to withdraw a motion, an 
zigument.' The noble and learned Lord on the v»oolfack confeffcd/ 
that tfiere might be a mif-trial, and that in cafe of a mif-trial there 
was a legal remedy. And what was the legal remedy ? That a 
peribn unjuftly condemned muft humble himfelf before the Throne. 
And this is the boafted juftice of England ! He trufted that no 
man would be bafe enough who felt confcious innocence to humble 
himfelf ; nor was it very becoming the dignity, either of national 
juftice, or even of royal prerc^tive, to cxpcdt of an injured man 
fuch fubmiflion. He had done* however good by his motion, for 
he had drawn from the noble and learned Lord on the woolfack a 
declaration, that, on the queftion b^ing reprcfented in the (hape of 
a petition, the remedy would be obtained. (The Lord Chancellor' 
in an under voice, fignified his diffent from this ftatement of his 
words.) The noble Lord then means to fay, that there will be no 
remedy ; he advifes a petition, but declares at the fame time that a 
petition is to be pf no avail. My Lords, I perfift in my motion, and 
I (hall divide the Houfe if I ftand alone ; I do not care with how 
many or with how few I divide, but I will never give up the prin- 
ciple that it is better to prevent an evil, than afterwards to repent of 
it. What, then, my Lords, is there to be no other probable 
chance of obtaining juftice in this country, but by petition ? Muft 
the injured prifoner brook and fawn to Minifters, for that juftice to 
which he is entitled ? Has he no other way left to prevent his'trant* 
Vol. XXXVI H. K 
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portation to foreign countries, "his being banidied from his friends, 
and degraded like a criniinal ? if nothing will be liftened to but pe- 
tition, talk not to me of liberty ; Scotland there Is none. Is this 
the language to be ufed in a free country ? When we come forward 
here and Aate oppreflfion, will you, who are the guardians of the 
people's happinefs, turn from the inquiry ? If we rejeft paying 
every attention to their caufc, we difchaige not the facred duty jre- 
pofed in us — it is for diis pucpofe we hold thcfe feats in the 
Houfe." 

Lord THURLOW faid, that he. perfeftly agreed with the noble 
and learned Lord on the w.oolfack, that nothing was more becom- 
ing their Lordfhips' wifdom and prudence, than tp be careful how. 
they gaxc countenance to refleclions railily thrown out on the ad- , 
miniftratiori of criminal jurifprudence. It was of the utmoft coh- 
fcquence to the good order and well-being of the country ; and in- 
deed its profperity depended on the confidence which men had in the 
purity with which our laws were adminiftercd. Their Lordftiips 
would therefore be ^ways indifpofcd to any motion of cenfure, made 
lightly, againft Judges ; and he could not help faying that the pre- 
fcnt motion, from the manner in which it was made and fupport^d, 
was of that fort, for the noble Earl had referred their Lordfhips to 
4 ads, re vcrfing judgements of attainder paffed in the year 1689. 
Their Lordfhips would recoUedl the period at which thefe afts had 
paffed ; it was immediately after the revolution, when a very juft 
and violent ferment exifted generally in the minds of the people, in 
confequence of the moft cruel, vindidtive, and unprincipled Admi- 
nillration of juftice, that had .ever been pra6tifed in. any country. 
Would it be fit that their Lordlhips (hould now make a refolution, 
grounded on an analogy between "the; judgements lately paffed in 
Scotland, and the proceedings which thefe four acfts reyerfed ? The 
natural confequence of fuch a refolution would be, to difturb the 
. confidence which men had in the adminiftration of juftice, to de- 
prive the Magiftrates of the juft authority which they ought to pof- 
fefs in the cxercife of their fun6tions; and would upon the whole be- 
attended with moft ferious calamity to the kingdom at large. He 
moft perfe6lly agreed with the noble Earl in the general do(fl:rine 
^ich he had laid down with refpeft to criminal accufation.— 
Whenever a loan was charged and put upon his trial for a 
criminal offence, every tittle of that offence ought to be fet forth 
and precifely defcribed in the indictment, fo as to be prcvioufly made 
known to him, that he might prepare his anfwer and defence ; and 
it was equally a dlearand manifeft principle in criminal jurifprudence^ 
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that no one article ihould afterwards be added, fo as to take the de- 
fendant by furprifc. And this was riot only the uniform and con- 
ilant pradlice of the criminal courts in England, but it was alfo a 
pxinciple generally in the law of Scotland. In one particular in- 
flance in die criminal law of Scotland, that which in their law is 
called art and part, and which is equivalent to what in England we 
call acceflary before the fedl, a greater degree of generality and 
loofenefs was permitted, than is fufFered in England, or than in 
any other .par^ of the Scofs criminal law. This was done by an a£t 
of James VI. the preamble of which fet forth, that, whereas it was 
difficult to prove the crime of art and part> if the fame precifion in 
the (latement of fafts was required that was neccffary for other fpe- 
cies of guilt, it permitted them to charge art and part generally 
without enumerating the particular ftifls that confthuted the corpus 
deli£fi. It was fit, for the better underftanding the quedion, that 
their Lord(hips fhould know the manner in which the indidment 
was made up in the Scots proceedings. The indidlment begins with 
fetting forth the corpus deliSfi^ which they call the major propofition 
of the fyllpgifm, and tliis is alledged generally ; it then proceeds to 
the minor part of the fyllogifm, in which are enumerated all the 
fads, which if proved, go to conftitute the general charge, or ma- 
jor of the propofition. This corpus deli^i the Judges firft found: 
that is, they declared whether they found the charge was relevant, 
and whether, if the fads of the minor propofition were proved, it 
amounted to the fpecies of crime libelled in the major part of the 
fyHogifm, and inferred the punifhmcnt belonging to fuch crime. 
The Judges having found the relevancy, referred the whole to the 
Jury, who had to decide on the whole cafe, and who, from the evi- 
dence were to find a verdift accordingly. The criminal law of 
Scotland in this cafe had never been, according to the Scots Judges, 
what had been fuppofed to be the law of England in certain quef- 
tions. It was impoflible to deny with Sir George Mackenzie, 
whofe name def^rvecl much higher praife, and more refpeftful treat- 
ment than it had lately met with, that there was a degree of harfh- 
ncfs in charging a man generally as art and part in a crime, with- 
out fpecifying the fafts which conftituted the crime ; but until he 
ihould hear that a defendant had applied to the difcrction of the 
Judges for relief, from aSual hardfhtp under the feverity of this 
ftatute, and that they had refufed it, he certainly fliould not confidcr 
it as a charge againft the Judges, that a perfon had been fo tried. 
It was the ftatute law of the land, and the noble and learned Lord 
on the weoUack had truly faid, that the queftion was not whether 
the l^w itfclf was fcvcre or not. With rcfpe6t to the obfcrvatioa 
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of the noble Eaxl, that amifnbmer in the cafe of one of the perforu^ 
had not been permitted to operate in his £sivour ; to iMs, he faid, 
that undoubtedly in England, if pleaded,, the indidment would fdi 
to the ground; but in Scotland lefs Ari6:nefswas required; a^d 
whether our ifari6hiefs or their looferiefs was mod favourable to fub- 
ftantial juftice, he would not flop to inquire, for the queftion was, 
whether they had afted conformably to their own praflice. So fer 
as he could judge from what he had read of the proceedings ^fi die 
trial, the Counfel for the defendant feemed therofelves not 4o have 
perfifted in the obje<Sion, probably becaufe they knew, as indeed it 
bad* been thrown out by one of the Judges, that by the pra£tice it 
would have only occafioned a new indidment, and given an inter- 
val of 1 5 days. In examining a queftbn of this nature, he declared 
that he. was to be guided in his judgement by no regard for perfons ; 
though it was impoITible but that he (hould have refpedt for thofe per- 
ions, for Ibme of them, fuch as acquaintance would naturally pro- 
duce, and for all what was due to men of worth and integrity; 
but that a queftion of this fort (hould certainly be difcufTed without 
any influence from perfonal confiderations. The fpecific crime 
(Chaiged on the gentlemen whofe cafes had produced this difcufiion, 
was that of verbal fedition, which feemed by the Scots Judges to be 
confidered as an offence at common law, an opinion, which in the 
ftate and limits of his knowledge, it would be prefumptuous in him 
to controvert, though it feemed to him from all that he had read, or 
had been able to colledl on the fubjedt, had no higher origin than the 
ftatute of James I. againft leafing making, as the ftatutes of Ed- 
ward I. and of fcjandalum magnatum^ were the foundation of our 
law of 'libel. The term verbal fedition was indeed improper, be- 
caufe figurative and metaphorical^ the true crime of fedition was 
well defined ajgid underftoodjn the Scots law, and clearly anfw^ed 
to what were here called routes, or unlawful' aiTemblies, where the 
people were flirrcd up to riotous a<Sls againft the peace, and which in 
both countries was clearly diftinguiflied from die crime of high trea- 
fon, which required either an overt aA of compafTing the death of 
the King, of levying war, &c.— Thi? aft of Jame§ againft leafing 
making had fubjefted the criminal to capital puniihment ; but by 
the 3d pf Queen Anne, enumerating all the former (btute^, it was 
reduced to the level of what in England we palled mifdemeanor, 
and reftridted to an arbitrary gunifhment of fine, imprifonment, or 
banilhment. If thefe perfons had bjsen tried in England for the 
fame offence, they would have been tried for mifdemeanor; and 
^f convided, would have received the fentence commonly annexed 
jo fwch guilt. What particular circiimftarices there might be v\ 
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'dtt tonper and <fifpQ(Hion ^ ^ people €f Seodand, lAAenatiiio 
of ^ ca£t, iv m the general ftate df tiie Idngdom, to indnte -the 
Judges of Scodand to inflict the veiy ievereft fentence widiin the 
gtafp 0f die^ diicretk)^ under the aft of Queen Anne ; whether that 
ad gave them any fuch difcscrion^ or what additional latitude tbey 
concdved io derire from the a£t of the 25 th of his prefent Mzjehf, 
it was not for him to determine ; nor indeed was it the bufinefs of 
this day to inqmre. {t was always his wifli to believe that Judges 
a<3ed with a found difcredon. It was idle to fay^ however, that 
lapfes did not occur to Judges, and that erroi« were not incident t^ 
alt human tribunals, as well as to all human condu<3 ; Judges would 
be placed in a mod unfortunate fituation, if opportunides were not 
fumifhed them to revife and re-^oniider their condudt, fo that they 
might not perfift in error. The noble and learned Lord on the 
woolfack had truly faid, that in all cafes where the Judges had either 
miftaken the law or abufed dieir difcretion, the becoming and con* 
ftitudonal courfc was, for ibc perfons aggrieved to peddon His ACa* 
jefly for redrefs ; whofe gracious inclictadon and undoubted prero* 
gative it was, not only to temper the harihnefs of legal judgements, 
but to prevent the erroneous decifions of his courts of criminal juf- 
dce from being injurous or oppreffive to his fubje^s: and nothii^ 
was fo wife as the gracious exercife of this prer<^tive, for it tended 
to preferve that -^confidence in th^ due adminiftration of the laws, 
which was fo neceffary to the well-being and order of fociety.— 
The noble and learned Lord concluded with a general and well un- 
dcrftood alluiion to the late profecutions for feditious words ; nothing 
was more neceflary in every well-ordered fociety, than diat its Ma- 
giftrates fhould be treated with refpeft. Contumelious cxprefTions 
therefore againft Magiftrates, and moft particularly againft the per- 
fon of the King, condituted ^ heinous and juftly puni(hable ofFepce. 
How was this refped to be enforced ? Surely by the vigilance of 
the proper officer, wiio (hould take, care that no cafe of notprious 
turpitude (hould ever be fufFered to pafs without, exemplary and 
condign puni(hment ; but it was equally the duty of the public pro- 
fecutor and of Judges to take care that the courfe fhould be dired 
and open— that the public mind fhould be fadsfied with the condudl 
pi the profccution, and that upon convkStion the puni(hment fhould 
hefecundum modum deliSf'h according to the nature and degree of the 
cffience ; that no fuch repugnance fhould be exhibited, for inflance, 
as would oQCur if the punifliment due to felony fhould be inflide4 
on mifdemeanor, f* For, my I-Kjrds,** faid he — " it fhould al- 
ways be recoUefted, that whatever may be the momentary ferment 
9Pd pen intemperance of the people, and however by the influence 
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of prejudice,' they may for a while tolerate and even applaud Ten* 
tences not tndy meafured by die crime, nothing can be more mani- 
ieA than that when this emotion (hall ceafe, more will be loft by 
the deliberate judgement of mankind, to the due eneigy of laws, the 
dignity of magiftracy, and the ultimate ftability of Government it- 
iclf, than any afcendant or ftrength to be gained for the tihie by fuch, 
vi<3ories." 

The queftion was then put on the motion for die addrefs on the 
cafe of Mr. Muir, and as Earl Stanhope perfifted in taking their 
ien£b by a vote, they cKvided, 

Content^, 1 4 Not Contents, 49. 

PROTEST. 
Die Veneris, 31 Jan, 1794. 

The order of the day being read for the Lords to be fammoned^ 

It was moved, that die feveral entries in the Journal of the 8th, i oth, 
and 15th of Jane, i(589, rejativeto the bill intitled *• An aft for revcrfing 
die attainder of Henry Comilh, £fq. late Alderman of the city of Lon- 
dan," be now read. 

The fame were accordingly read by the clerk. 

Then it was moved, Thkt an humble addrefs be prefented to His Ma* 
jefty, humbly to rcprefent to His Majefty, that this Houfe has been in- 
formed that Thomas Moir, Efq. who was tried before the High Court 
of Jufliciary, at Edinburgh, in the month of Auguft ItSt^ upon a charge! 
of tedition, has been condemned and fentenced to be tranfported beyond 
leas for the fpace of fourteen years ; and further to rcprefent to His Ma- 
jefty, that this Houfe intends to proceed without delay to examine the 
circomftances of fuch condemnation and of fuch fentence ; and therefore 
humbly to befeech His Majefty, that the faid Thomas Muir, Eiq. may 
not be tranfported beyond feas, undl this Houfe (hall have had fumcient 
ume to make fuch examination. 

Which being objcfted to. After debate. 

The queftion being put thereupon, it was rcfolved in the negative. 
Tellers ( f- SJ^PI'OJ* j ^ Content i 
\E. Stair I Not Contents 49 

Diifentient. ift, Becaofe the attending to the due adminiftration of 
, Juftice, and the watching over the conduft of the various Courts in this 
kingdom, is one of the moft important branches of the bufincfs of this 
Houfe, and is at all times alfo one of its moft eifential duties. 

adly, Becaufe it obvioufly appears to be proper to examine into the 
jnftice and legality of a fentence, before it is executed, and nQt to permit 
It to be executed firft« and then to exambe into its juftice and legality 
afterwards, 

3dly, fiecaufe, for want of fuch timely interference on the part of this 
Houfe, it has formerly happened, that, within a ftiort time, no lefs than 
four unjuft and illegal judgments were aflually carried into execution, a« 
appears from the refpe^live attainders of the innocent fufferers having been 
afterwards reverfcd and made void (when it was too late) by four afts of 
Parliament, made and pafied m the firft year of the reign of their late Mt- 
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jcffties King ^P^^am isA Queen Mary, namely in the cafe of Aldennaa 
Corniih^ Aii'ceslifle*. Algernon Sidaey, and Lord Roi^^ 

■ 4thl]r, fiecaafe it is conti^ary to the firft and immutable principles- of 
natural joftice^ -that sgiy thing, to the prejudice of a defendant (hould be 
brought before a Jary in a criminal profecution» that is <* only collateral, 
not ill ifTue, nor neeeifary.in the concluiion." 

^thly, Becaufe it is not (nor ought to be] competent for the Profecutor 
to produce any evidence to fupport any matter that is not charged in the 
indictment; that is to fay, diftin^y and precifely charged, and not by 
inere epithets or general words, fuch as oppreffion, fedition, vexation, or 
the like. • ^ 

6thly, Becaufe in like, manner it is not, (nor ough^ to be) competent 
for a Profecutor to produce any evidence to prove any crime to have been 
committed by a defendant, in any other particular than that wherein it is 
in the indictment expreisly chsirged to have beei^cbmmitted. 

7thly, Becaufe no fuch proceedings as thofe above ftated, nor any of 
them, can be juftified under pretence, that *' If it had been neceflary Co 
*• fpecify in the indictment all the faCts againft the defendant, the indidt- 
** ment would have covered, by its magnitude, the walls of the Court." 
And 

8thly, Becaufe in one year of the^trial of Warren Haftings, Efqnire, 
namely in the year one thoufand, feven hundred, and ninety, there were 
no lefs than four decifions of the Houfe of Lords upon this fubjeCt, viz. 
on the twenty-fifth day of February, when the Lords refolved, 

*• That the Managers for the Commons be not admitted to give evidence 
" of the unfitnefs of KeUeram for the appointment of being a renter of 
'* certain lands in the province of Bahar ; the faCt of fuchunfitncis of the 
•• faid Kelleram not beine charged in the impeachment." 

And again on the 4th day of May, when the Lords decided. 
That it is not competent to the Managers for the Commons to put 

the following queftion to the witnefs upon the feventh article of charge, 

viz^ Whether more oppreffions did actually exift under the new infti- 
" tutipn than undex the old ?" 

And again on the 18th day of May, when the Houfe of Lords' re- 
folved, 

•• That it is not competent to the Managers for the Commons to give 
** evidence of the enormities a»ftually committed by Deby Sing; the lame 

not being charged in the impeachment." 

And again on the 2d day of June, when the Lords refolved. 
That it is not competent for the Managers, on the part of the Com* 

mons, to give any evidence upon the feventh article of the impeachment, 

to prove that the letter of the 5th of May, 1781, is falfe, in any other 

particular than that wherein it is exprefsly charged to be falfe." 

The faid divifions of the Houfe of Lords are founded upon principles 
not peculiar to trials by impeachment. They are founded upon common 
ita{c, and on the inunu table principles of juftice. In Scotland thofe prin* 
clples are peculiarly neceffary to be adhered to, inafmuch as by the laws 
ot that part of the kingdom, a defendant is obliged to produce a complete 
lift of all his witneiTes in exculpation, the day before the trial. That 
alone appears to me a confiderable hardfhip. But if, after fuch M is 
aftually delivered in by the defendant, any fadts (or fujxpofed fafts) not 
particularly fet forth as crimes in the indiament, may, on the following 
day, for the firft time, and without notice, be fuddenly brought out in 
evidence upon the trial againft the defendant ; fuch defendant, from fuch 
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»i entrapping nodfc of triaK may be coQvi^ed» althoagh iimoceiit. Soch 
jproccedings (whether fapported or unfupported bf satj old Scotch ftatata^ 
paff^' in arbitrary times) ought, I oonceiye, to be reyifed. Fer^ ift a 
^e country^ there ought cot to be one mode of admihi^iing jofticc to 
ooeman, namely » to Mr. Haftings, and an oppoiite mode of adminifter- 
iae. joftice to another man« namelyj to Mr. ^^kur. 
^ , STANHOPE. 

fFedneJ^y^ 1 1th February. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWN faid, he had come down 16 the 
Houfethe two laft days at the iifual tiirie of doing bufinefs, but had 
fbufid it adjourned ; he was, however, glad to find his intentions 
had been anticipated by a noble firiend of his, by moving for their 
l^ordihips to be fununoncd on' Friday next ; on which day he Aould 
ikbmit a motion to their confideration, for bringing the war to a 
termination, founded on thofe principles he had declared on the $rft 
day of the feffion. He had encouraged a hope that fome fteps would 
bavebeea taken to reAore peace to this country ; but underftandii^, 
firom the cxtenfive preparations that were making both at home and 
abrc^d, that it was the intentions of Minifters to cany it on upon a 
more cxtenfive icale, he could not refrain from endeavouring to per- 
fiiade their Lord(hips to agree with him in praying His Majefly 
would not allow the form of Government in France to prevent a trea- 
ty for peace, whenever it could be obtained upon £ifc and honour- 
able terms. 

Thurjdayy 1 3/A February . 

Their Lordfliips proceeded to Weftminfter Hall, to the trial of 
Warren Haftings, Efq. 

Friday^ 14//; February • 

The order of the day having been read for their Lordlhips to be 
fummonedy 

The Marquis of LANSDOWN faid, he was extremely forry 
t&have given dieir Lordfliips the trouble of having come down to 
the Houfe that day, more efpecially as he iiv-as obliged to put off his 
motion oh account of having received intimation fr<dm a noble Lord, 
high in office (Lord Grenville,) that it would be inconvenient for 
him to attend, on account of bulinefs of public importance. The 
Marquis faid, that he was happy at all tinies to accommodate Mini- 
flers, who, God knew, had enough upon their hands in times like 
the prefent, a period fo big witH difficulty and danger, that there 
was no occafion to add to the weight of refponfibility with which 
l$x% Majefty's fcrvants were already, loaded. For/his part, he wa* 
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ready to give them every accommodation that he poflTibly could give^ 
flwrt of a due difchaige of his duty to the public at fo very import- 
ant a crifis. He wifhed therefore that it would be generally under- I 
flood that the motion of which he had given notice would como 03% 
on next Monday. 
Lord GRENVILLE declared, that the noble Marquis had been { 
1 perfeftly accurate and corrcdi in his ftatement of the reaibns which 
\ had induced him to put off his mption. He had found it neceflaty 
to fend a note to the noble Marquis to requeft it, for the reafons 
which had been already ftated, and the noble Marquis had readily 
complied, for which he begged to take that opportunity of expTcfling • 
his fenfe of it. Lord Grenville affured the Houfe, that he was 
extremely defirous of meeting every queftion of public importance 
i9^ith a& little delay as poiTible, but mod efpecially a queAion of tfie 
interefting and important nature of that, which it was underftooii 
the noble Marquis meant to propofe to bring under diicuffion. He 
begged- leave fijirther to aflfure them, that nothing but public bufinefs 
of a jH-efling and indifpenfable nature could have induced him to wiih 
the difcuflion of the noble Marquis's motion to be debyed for a (in- 
gle moment. 

The Earl of MOIRA rofc, and begged their Lordfhips atten- 
tion. He faid, he had not taken the liberty of moving for the 
Houfe to be fuipmoned, becaufe he had conceived that if the debate n 
which had been expefted, bad come on that day, he might in the 
Courfe of it incidentally have availed himfelf of the opportunity, and 
ftated air he wiflied to fay in confequence of fome difcuflions (re- 
^peding a matter in which he had an immediate perfonal concern) 
that had taken place in another Affembly. The debate having gone 
off, he would take advantage of the occafion of being prefent, and 
enter into an explanation of matters, which from the manner in 
which they had been treated clfewhere ought to be corredtty under- 
ftood. His explanation would neceffarily draw him into fome de- 
gree of detail, but he would endeavour to be as brief as poffiblc. 
Early in the fummer he had been fent for to town, and offered the 
command of an expedition not immediately to be undertaken. He 
really gave his confent, and accepted the propofition. He was af« 
terwards fent for again to town, and defired to take the command 
rf a different fervice (to adjuft and fuccour the army of the Royalifts) 
immediately to be commenced. Having given his confent to un« 
dertake the firft command, he could have no objection to the fecond. 
He accepted it therefore, and prepared without delay to execute the 
objeS: oif Minifters. On the 1 7 th of November he was honoured 
with His Majefty's commaads,. and the Friday following he had 
Vol. XXXVni. L 
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fettled all his arrangements, and fet out for Portfinouth. Owing 
merely to accident of wind ahd weather, the frigates and tranfports 
could not come round, and the fleet did not fail from Portfmouth 
until the I ft of December. While at Portfmouth, and previous 
to his failing, his Lordfhip faid. His Majefty's Minifters had re- 
ceived information of a meeting held by perfons deputed by Mini- 
fters to the army of the Royalifts, at Doll in Normandy, who had 
agreed upon a plan of operation ; but owing to the difficulty of inter- 
courfe, it fo happened, that the information did not reach His Ma- 
jcfty's Minifters till fifteen days afterwards, the 25th of November- 
By that information, it was fettled what fignals were to be made by 
the Englifli fleet on their arrival upon the coaft, for the purpofe of 
diredling the troops where they thought the defcent moft pradlicable, 
and a variety of other matters were adjufted. On the ift of De- 
cember they failed, and early die next morning they made the coaft 
of Cherbourg. He ran down the coaft for a confiderable extent, 
hoping to find the Royalifts in the force that had been reprefentcd to 
him ; but not one of the concerted fignals, though repeatedly made 
by the different ftiips, was anfwered from the (bore. Not know- 
ing how to account for this circumftance, and in obedience to his 
orders, Jic proceeded to Guernfey, where, in confequence of con- 
trary winds, he did not arrive till the 25th. His Lordftiip defired 
the Houfe to attend to the dates which he had occafion to mention, 
becaufe the. whole of his explanation refted on accuracy in that par- 
ticular. While at Guernfey, he difpatched a number of emiffaries 
in fearch of the Royalift army. He at length learned that the Roy- 
alifts had made an attack on Granville, but had been defeated, and 
had retired to the banks of the Loire. All the French journals and 
newfpapers however ftatcd, that one column of the Royalift army 
had direfted its courfe towards Caen in Normandy. His Lordftiip 
faid, that on confidering the port, which the Royalifts had named 
as the port for him to n[iake, he found that from the peculiar diffi- 
culty of accefs and from other circumftances it would be impoffible 
for him to throw fuccours into it ; he therefore by his emiflaries had 
fent word to the Royalifts of the doubts he entertained of being able 
to cfFed the purpofe agreed on, and had direiSed their march to 
another point. While at Guernfey a ftorm arofe, that feparated 
from him half his fquadron and troops. Conceiving, neverthelefs, 
that the faith of the Britifti Government was pledged to the army 
of the Royalifts, he thought it his duty, be the event and confe- 
quence what they might, to lend them every poflible fuccour which 
his reduced force could adminifter. Under the imprcffion of this 
idea he put to fea^ and after he had left Guernfey he appointed the 


A. 1794. DEBATES. 75 

French ftafF, which had been rendered the fubje(9: of dtfcuflion in 
another Houfe of Parliament. He begged their Lordfliips to recol- 
k& the point of time when this appointment was made, while he 
was expedting to land on the coaft of France immediately, and when 
he meant not to join his«rmy to tliat of the Royalifts, but to engraft 
the Roplifts forces on thofe which he had under his command. 
When he expected, the moment he landed, to have proceeded to 
battle, to find the Royalifts difpirited by defeats, and to have to 
lead them on to inftant conteft, it was iftipofTible therefore for him, 
with any regard to prudence, to truft to the chance of fubfequent 
opportunity. He appointed the French IVafF as he had ftated, and 
it coniifted of two Aids-dc-camp, a French Secretary, and a Quar- 
ter-maftcr General. In having appointed this ftafF, he had no hefi- 
tation to fay, that he had not been authorifed by His Majefty*s Mi- 
nifters ; he conceived that the nature of his command neceflarily 
vefted him with a degree of difcretion adequate to the objedt of the 
deftined fervice. If, however, it ihould be thought by His Ma- 
jefty's Minifters that he had afled improperly, he defired diftin£Hy 
to be underftood, that he took the expence upon himfelf, and that 
Minifters might, if they pleafed, upon the winding up of his ac- 
counts, dedudl the whole amount of the expence. Another matter 
brought intodifcuffion in the other Houfe of Parliament, he under- 
ftood had been, that he had appointed French Artillerifts. The 
h&. was, that the Council who direfted the operations of the Rby- 
alift army had Itated to our Government, that they had plenty of 
cannon, but that they really did not know how to make ufe of them 
cScAually for want of proper Artillerifts. Confidering that the 
French had rendered themfelves fo formidable in the field by means 
of their artillery, his Lordftiip faid, he thought the circumftancc 
worth immediate attention. He wrote without delay to Flanders, 
begging that the army in that quarter would fupply him with as 
many Artillerifts as they coul4 well fpare. His requifition was in- 
ftantly complied with, and as foon as they arrived they were put 
upon allowance, but tl;ieir allowance was not included in any pay- 
lift. What could he do lefs widi men, whom he had fent for, 
from an army in which they were entitled to conftant pay f After 
fending for them, it would be the heightof injuftice to have turned 
them adrifty or abandoned them altogether. He was forr)' to fee, 
that among the obfervations made on this matter elfewhere, the 
names of the French officers had been called for. If it had occurred 
to any gentleman in either Houfe to what danger he .expofed the 
officers in queftion, their relatives and conne<Sions in France, he 
was fui€ be would not have agitated the fubJe(St, at leaft not have 
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dfefired their names. He was not a little furprifed, that rcfleftionB 
of the fort to which he alluded* had not fuggefted themfelvcs tb 
gentlemen in general. Poffibly thefe officers mi^t themfelvcs with 
difdain and contempt fmile at any difclofure of their charadcr, fi- 
tuation, and circumftances, that could be made ; but let it be re- 
coUeded, that they had wives and children in France, whofe very 
ckiftence depended on their, public condudt. Poffibly they might 
have miftakingly purfued ah improper conduct in the firft aera of 
thq revolution ; but whatever might be the fum of their errors, 
they had amply atoned for all their mifconduft. God knew, they 
had feen the meafure of their fufferings fully filled, and let it not 
be faid, that the hand of an Englifh gentleman direfted a dagger to 
their breaft, to increafe their pain by adding another wound to the 
many under which their fenfibility was already agonixing. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, it was not his intention to 
detain their Lordfhips without any motion being before the Houfc ; 
but he thought it ncceffary to rife, in the behalf of thofe, who in 
another Houfc of Parliament had agitated the matters referred to by 
the noble Earl, in brder that when the noble Earl thought it necef- 
fary to favour their Lordfhips with the explanation which they had 
juft heard, he might take the fame opportunity of declaring, that it 
had never occurred to an honourable friend and relation of his in 
another place to inveftigate the time, the motives, or the principles 
on which the noble Earl had appointed foreigners on the ftafF in his 
army. He gave fo much credit to the hi;^h military charader, 
known ability, and great talents of the noble Earl, that he did not 
imagine he would take any meafure of a (Irong nature, and queftion- 
able upon the face of it, widiout being able to aflign ftrong reafons 
for his condu<Sl. Neither was his honourable friend at all adhiatcd 
by a wi(h to depreciate the merit of the French officers in queftion, 
much lefs to draw down upon their relatives and connections in 
France the melancholy and fatal confequences alluded to by the noble 
£arl, which he as much as any man muft dread and deplore. Had 
thofe who fpoke upon the fubjeft elfewhere, deceived as candid and 
as liberal an answer from Minifters to a plain queftion put to them 
in a way perf'e<Sly parliamentary, as the noble Earl had juft given, 
fare, he was, that they would have been fatisfied, and the matter 
would have been fet at reft. But Minifters, fo far from deigning 
to afford the leaft information On the fubjeS, had afFeded an offcn- 
ifif e and infuflerable hauteur, and perfifting in a fuUen and myfteri- 
ous filcnce, would not give a fingle word of anfwcr, arid thence had 
-excited thofe conftitutional jealouftes and fufpicions, which a ihoit 
and immediate explanation would have prevented. His Lordilup 
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reminded the Houfe of the critical and dangeious fituation of public 
afiairs, and obferved that at fuch a moment it became Members of 
Parliament^ and moft efpecially Members of the other Houfe, to 
watch every public tranfaelion with the mod jealous attention, and 
to ihew themfelves fenfibly alive to every matter that bore the ap- 
pearance of infringement either on die laws or the Conftitution. 

LordGRENVlLLE faid, he was far from meaning unneceilk- 
rily to go into a debate fo irregularly as when there was no queftion 
before the Houfe ; but he muft beg to be allowed to exprcfs the hig^ 
fenfc he entertained of the very mafterly conduct of the noble Earl, 
who in fo fair, fo liberal, and fo manly a manner had taken upon 
himfelf die refponfibility for a line of fervice, as wife, as able, and 
as judicious as ever had been adopted in a truft pf fuch importance. 
But liberal as the noble Earl had been that day, he muft allow 
odiers to lay claim, in fome fort, to fairnefs and liberality, and to 
take upon them the whole of the refponfibility, fd handibmely 
claimed by the noble Lord for the meafures he had purfued. Lord 
Grenville declared, he fpoke for himfelf and in behalf of His Ma- 
jefty's Government in general, when he defired to be confidered as 
fully refponfible for every part of the tranfa£lion ftated by the noble 
Earl. With regard to wliat-had paflfed, in another place, perhaps 
if diofe, who had there brought the matter i/nder difcufTiont had 
given themfelves time to make thofe reflections which the noble Eaii 
had fo properly hinted at, as the probable confequences of three in- 
quiries they had feemed defirous to provoke, they would from mo- 
tives of humanity have forborne. 

The Earl of GUILDFORD faid, the Houfe might be affured, 
that he would not attempt to fpeak long, without a queftion to argue 
upon; but he could not help faying, that he differed totally froni 
the noble Lord, high in office, as to the impropriety of perfons in 
another Houfe of Parliament taking notice, as foon as they heard 
that foreign officers were put upon fuch an eftablifliment in a Britifh 
army as entitled them to receive pay while in England. There 
tould not be two opinions relative to the illegality of landing foreign 
troops in England, without the knowledge or confent of Parfiament. 
But with refpe<St to the fubjeft in queftion, had the fame fair and 
liberal explanatioh as the noble Earl had favoured the Houfe with, 
been gi^en by Minifters eHewhere, all farther inquiry would have 
ccafcd. There could not exift in any man's mmd a wifti to provoke 
or induce the fatal confequences alluded to by the noble Earl ; but 
Ae explanation once given, there could fcarcely remain a differcnoc 
of fentimcnt on the fubjecl. 
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The order of die day was difcharged, a new order made for their 
Lordfhips tobe fummoned for Monday, and theHoufe immediately 
adjourned. 

Monday f I'Jth February. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE faid, My Lords, I do af- 
furc your Lordlhips that it is with no pcrfonal fatisfaftion I rife to 
make the motion which I now hold in my hand. I would have 
infinitely preferred to fee it come from thofeiwhofe information on 
the fubjcft, and whofe influence in this Houfe would have infured 
its fuccefs. I would have particularly wifhed to have feen it in the 
hands of Miniders, becaufe I am anxious only for the objed, and 
have no perfonil feeling to gratify. I have deferred it, in hopes, 
at lead, that it would have been taken up by fome Lord of more 
eminence, and of more confideration than myfelf ; Jand I fhould 
have beep happy . to have feconded it, come from what quarter it 
might, without any regard to party or fadlion ; happy I (hould have 
been to have allowed to them all the gratitude which it would have 
excited in the breafts of their country ; for, however high the tone 
and language of men may be for a moment, I am convinced that 
the real fcntiment of the kingdom is in favour of peace, and that 
they who (hould be the means of obtaining that blefling, would 
cordially receive the thanks of every thinking man. I fay, then, 
my Lords, that I fhould have been ready to fupport any nobje Lord 
who fhould have made thq motion \, and I have deferred it fo long 
only in hopes of having feen it in other hands. But inltead of this, 
feeing the immenfe preparations that are making for a continuance 
of the war, feeing the volume of engagements into which we have 
entered with foreign Powers, the enormous arrangements that arc 
making in ^vcry department, and the folemn declarations that we 
have made, and are daily making, of perfevcranccj I do think it 
high time that your Lordfhips fhould deliberate for one moment, in 
order juft to inquire into the caufe and the obje£l of our purfuit; ' I 
do not mean, my- Lords, to exaggerate the calamities to which the 
war has given rife ; I do not mean to excite any fpirit of difcontent. 
I mean to draw your Lordfhips to a cool and temperate rcfledion 
en the crifis. I will endeavour to avoid every thing that looks like 
afperity of obfcrvation, all harfhncfs of language, all violence of 
debate ; I will not for a moment detain you by any animadveriion 
on the condufl of the war, though undoubtedly if the war is to be 
pcrfiflcd in, its conduft mufl undergo your fcrutiny ; but it ii; my 
defire to confine myfelf to the prefent ftate of things, and to dra\v 
your Lordfhips' attention to this finglc fubjecSl — ^what is the ob]e<S 
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of the war, and -what are the means by which w^ hope to accom* 
plifli It ? Though undoubtedly other noble Lords would have been 
able to have entered into the> confideration of this topic with more 
ability dian myfelf, yet I truft that you will pay attention to my 
fafts, whatever indulgence you may give to my arguments, and my 
rcafoning on them ; for, my Lords, if ever there was a fubjedl that 
called for the deliberate attention of mankind, and particularly of 
your Lordftiips,*' as you involve by your deciiion the fate of mil- 
lions, it is the prefent. I will not enlarge in the (hape of decla- 
mation ; I will not addrefs myfelf to your paffions : but what, my 
Lords, muft be the feelings of a burdened nation, when they fee 
thirteen millions of money voted by their rcprefentatives, towards 
the continuance of this war, without even a fingle confideration be- 
ing taken of the merits of the caufc, when they fee this donejon^e 
mere pretext of a French pamphlet ! Such is die melancholy hO: ; 
for though Minifters have already, in the Ihort fitting of the pre- 
fent feffion, drawn this fum from the pockets of the people, all the 
grounds upon which they have gone, all the arguments they have 
ufed, all tlie explanations they have given to their country, are ex-. 
tra6ls from a French pamphlet. They have laid, indeed, bundles 
of papers upon the table, fubfidiary treaties with foreign States^ 
which may be called bonds, judgements, and mortgages on the 
cftate of every man in this country ; but without entering into any 
examination of the principles on which it is undertaken, or the ob- 
jeft which is in view, other than a few comments on the pamphlet 
of M. Briffot. My Lords, the people of Great Britain are not 
likely to think the fentiments of a fingle individual, and that indi- 
vidual the member of a faftioh that was cruftied at the time of his 
writing, a good ground for perpetuating the horrors of an unexplain- 
ed war. Th<: fefiion of BriflTot was overthrown, as the prefent 
faftion may be overthrown ; and infl^immatory pamphlets, by the 
partifans of each fucceflTive fadlion, may furnifh pretexts for the 
continuance of hoftilities, if fuch wretched pretexts are to be con- 
fidercd as legitimate grounds of war. After two campaigns, the 
laft of which has been, in truth, the moft difaftrous, both in the 
effufion of blood and in the, wafte of treafure, that the modem 
world has fufFercd, it will not be unworthy of your Lordfhips to 
paufc for a moment, and, before you involve Europe in the hor- 
rors of a third, to inquire into the fuccefs of the paft. I fpeak the 
heartfelt fentiment of every man of every country, that the campaigns 
have been as unfortunate, as to the objedt, as they have been me- 
lancholy in regard to the facrifice of blood and treafure. No pom- - 
pous declaration can reconcile you to falfehood. Our failure is 
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aiccrtained by mankind, and is a matter of hiftoiy. It now comes 
thicrefbre to be the qucftion, whether the innumerable treaties that 
we have made, are calculated to turn the tide of misfortune, and 
to fccare to us the rational hop^s of fuccefe in the campaign that is 
to.comt. I have no hefitatioa in faying, that, as far as my feeble 
juc^ment can determine, wc have no more probability of fuccefs 
now than before. If we are to draw wifdom from the experience 
(^ ages, your Lordihips will not difdain the tedi monies that have 
been borne, by the ableft Generals that the world ever faw, againft 
the line of war in which we are invc^ved. From the illuftrious 
Duke of Marlborough, down to General LJoyd, the laft officer 
who has written on the fubjed, theojHnion of all the men of great 
military talents of Europe has been, that an attempt to penetrate j 

Fnince through its garrifoned frcmtiers is impradicable ; and that i 

it is madncfs fo to attack it. This is the uniform,' unanimous : 

opinion of military men, and this opinion has been, moft unfortu- 
nately for the allies, verified by the fate of the two laft campaigns. 
I-ct us fee what was the line of the war : the firft attack was m^de 
by the line of Champagne ; the fecond by Lifle ; the third by Straf- 
bourg ; and thefe three attacks have been made under men of the 
greateft talents, and of the greateft. military fame in Europe. Of 
die Duke of Brunfwick it was impoffible to (peak in terms of pane- 
gyric too lofty ; his retreat had fubjefted him to the moft cruel re- 
fieSions ; it is attributed to his want of management ; whereas, I 
can take upon me, my Lords, to fay, on the concurring evidence 
of every military man with whom I h^e converted, that his re- 
treat from Champagne was highly honourable to his military talents. 
It was the natural refult of an attempt to penetrate the kingdom of 
France ; and you fee that the fame fate has followed the two fubfe- 
quent attempts. Did Clairfayt fare better at Lifle ? JFlas Cobourg 
fared* better ? Has Wurmfer fared better ? All thefe officers, the 
higheft in reputation, all bred in the beft military fchools of Europe, 
have had the fame fortune. I forbear to go farther, for reafons 
that will be obvious to your. Lordfhips ; but I might purfue the 
queftion, without any hazard of finding an exception in any of the 
other attempts tliat have been made by other Commanders ; and 
we arc now beginning a third campaign after this rakdancholy expe-. 
rience. But it feems a new officer, of nuddle rank, has formed a 
new plan, upon which all the Cabinets of Europe reft their hopes, 
ai^d upon which we are again to hazard the lives of our fellow- 
^reatoxes. My Lords, I will not afFeft to difpute with the Cabi- 
nets of Europe on the queftion of the new projeiSt fuggefted by this. 
4ifUngui(hed officer, in wham they zffc£t to have fuch confidence^ 
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Genius is undoubtedly not confined to any rank ; and I have found, 
in the courfe of the experience that I h^ve had in the military pro- 
fcffion, many inftances of the high and meritorious fervices per- 
formed by officers of the middle ranks. It certainly, however, is 
a received opinion in the military fcience, that the proper fpherc of 
their fervice is in operations, fubfervient to the main defign, where 
vigour and rapidity of execution are required. All the received 
do6h"ines of the military fchool affign to long experience the province 
of defign. It is not certainly a novel thing to find in the military 
profeffion, as we find in every other profeifion, men of fuch zeal 
and warmth, as to form the mofl fanguine plans, to undertake the 
moft improbable adventures. What malady was there ever found 
fo great, but fome phyfician would be found to undertake your cure ? 
What cafe was there ever fo abftrufe and intricate, but fome lawyer 
would promife to bring you through ? I am not therefore fo much 
aftonifhed that we fhould find an officer fuggefling a new plan, (Co- 
lonel Mack's new project) as to fee the credulous avidity with which 
it is embraced, and the implicit confidence that is given to it. It 
isfurely of confequence to your Lordfhips, to look back to the only 
radonal ground upon which any eftimate of fuccefs can be made-— 
the experience that we have had already. We are told that Flanders 
has bee;n faved ; let us inquire into the faft : Flanders was loft by 
one battle, and regained by another. If this experience is good for 
any thing, it ought to teach you that the fate of Flanders depends 
upon a fingle battle, and that it may be loft by the next which fhall 
happen. A little of the fecret hiftory of the laft campaign would 
alfo fhew you, that the lofs of Flanders to the French was the re- 
fult of the animofities of private faftion, which, there as well as 
here, firft gave to Dumourier the afcchdant over one of the parties, 
and fubjecSed him to the triumph of a another. To the animofities 
of thefe factions may be attributed their failure by the defeftion of ^ 
Dumourier. But the refult of thefc animofities has at length given 
to the Government of France mOre formidable power than ever was 
polTefTed by any State'; and you ought to look at the confequences 
which are likely to follow from your keeping up in Francce that en- 
thufiafm of fpirit and energy of execution which they at prefent dif- 
play. You will run the hazard of eftabliihing in the centre of Eu- 
T^ a military Republic : you will cherifh and confirm a fpirit^ that 
it will be impoffible for Europe afterwards to extinguifh. You 
will give a new turn to their thoughts, a new purfuit, a new genius, 
a new charader to the people. Lord Bolingbroke fays in his works, 
that all the Spanifh Statefmen with whom he converfed faid of 
Philip, that they would have been able to have made him a good 
Vol. XXXVIIL M ^ 
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Spaniard^ but for the provocation which he met with, and which 
confirmed him French. Thus, if we perfevpre to goad, to attack, 
and to hunt the French, we (hall only confirm, never to be rooted 
out, a military Republic in the very heart of Europe. And do not 
let us proudly conceive, that our combination will make us formi- 
dable, becaufe it is oppofed to a fingle people, when we (harpen 
talents, by irrafcibility, when we inflame the natural energies of the 
foul, when we call forth and roufe every facility of nature ; while 
every individual man becomes a God, the confequenccs are not to 
be calculated by the arithmetic of common events. And fuch has 
ever been the experience of ages. Great moments have always 
produced great men, and great aflions. The time of confli£k is 
the time in which Nature feems to delight in her grandeft produc- 
tions. From the Grecian Republics, down even to our modem 
hiftory, the nioft refplendent powers of man have been ftiewn in 
the times of the greateft imminence. Theprefent, , therefore, is a 
fchool for Frenchmen ; every youth devotes himfelf to the caufe of 
liberty, and thus a<Sively engaged on the grand fcene, all the 
powers of his foul take a warlike diredion ; it becomes a fafhion, 
and the whole of the rifing generation are educated in the military 
art. Not, my Lords, as our youth are educated to the military 
art, as one only of the profefGons in which they may rife to emi- 
nence or diftindion ; but the enthufiafm of war enters into tha 
heart only from the enthufiafm of liberty ; and the whole country 
is taught to feel that their only occupation, their only paffion, ought; 
to be arms, becaufe their only good, their only bleffing, is inde- 
pendence. Such is the war in which we are engaged, iand in 
which England has taken the lead ; and has become, if I may 
make ufc of the common exprefTion, the cat's paw of Europe ; and ^ 
fuch are the effedls which our confederacy is to produce. 

I wifli therefore, my Lords, to draw your confideration to the 
point of honour, of policy, of prudence, and to demand of you, as 
realbnable men, and as Engliflimen, whether you ought to perfevere 
in fuch a war ? Whether, upon the principles which are avowed, 
you ought to fucceed) and whether by the treaties which you have 
made, you are likely to do for But above all, I wWh you to in- 
quire, as Engliflimen, whether the war is not likely to produce con- 
fequenccs fearful to England, fearful to Europe, fearful to the li- 
berty of mankind? And our firft inquiry mull be, wKat arc the 
treaties and alliances upon which we place our hopes ? I fhall run 
over them with rapidity, as I think it only neceffary to point out 
fome of their leading features, and to (hew you how little rational 
confidence ou^t to be placed in them. Firft,. As to Spain, .who 
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wiirenfure to us, even for a (ingle campaign, die condntiance of 
our Spaniih alliance ? It is obvious that your views pn the Weft- 
India iilands of France throw Spain upon your mercy. All the ob- 
ject of your rival interefts ; all that contraband trade, which it has 
J)een fo much your objedit to encourage to her difcontent, all the 
points that have fb long been at iflfue between you, fall at once to 
the ground, and you gain the complete afcendancy fo as even to de- 
molifh the foundations of her power. Do you flatter yourfelves 
that Spain is blind to all this? Do you believe that (he will tamely 
fee you gain the poiTeffion of iflands thdt muft determine her fate ? 
My Lords, you muft not truft to fo unreafonable a hope ; Spain 
cannot have forfaken ib completely her uniform fyftem. I have the 
higheft refpe<Sl for the Spanifli charafter : noble, manly, candid, 
and open : the Spaniard is a dignified charad^er ; but the genius of 
its Government is fufpicious ^ and without defcending to inquire 
intocircumftances that have recently happened at Toulon, without 
inquiring into the differences that have happened in more cafes than 
one, without demanding whether unequivocal iigns of uneaiinefs 
were not manifefted, when they faw a ftiip of 1 1 o guns taken away 
by the Englifti," which they thoujght belonged in preferenee to them, 
as the natural guardians of Louis XVII. and how little fatisfadlion 
they found in the flimfy pretext that the French chofe rather to be 
under the Englifli protedion than theirs, I will fimply demand 
whether we can entertain any fubftantial confidence in tliis alliance? 
Our next ally the King of Pruflia, it is obvious that there are no 
political relations which can intereft him to the continuance of this 
war. All his real relations muft lead him the other way: as the 
head of the Germantic alliance it muft ever be his policy to refift the 
aggrandizement of the Houfe of Auftria. Tl^t Germanic alliance 
upon which the liberties of Europe depends feems for the moment 
to be facrificed to this pr^eft againft France ; and he is now allied 
with the Houfe of Auftria' to accomplifh an objedt which muft ruin 
the very objedl of the Germanic league. Is it to be believed that 
the Cabinet of Vienna has changed its object, and that Europe has 
no longer any thing to dread from its unbounded ambition? No 
fuch thk^. Your Lordfliips all know the memorable exprdTion of 
the late King of PrufTia, ** I have feen,'* fays he, " the Auftrian 
" Generals make feults, but the Cabin& of Vienna never makes a 
** fault." This Cabinet has been diftii^uiftied, not merely by its 
fyftematic ambition, but by its inceifant, uninterrupted ability in 
the profeqution of its horrid deiigns. In no moment has it ever 
changed, in no moment has it ever abated from its courfe; and 
this power, fo rcftkfs, fo hoftile 10 every other Government, which 
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fo recently plotted and was fo near obtaining the mighty objed of 
the change of Bavaria, by which alone the liberties of Europe would 
have been demolifhed, we now fee in an unnatural alliance with 
that very body who are to prevent its defigns. Can we believe that 
a thing fo monftrous will continue ; or that the independent States 
of Germany can long be kept fo ftupidly blind to their permanent 
interefts as to aid and abet the Court of Vienna in the prefent war1 
Our next great ally is the Court of Ruflia, the coloffus of Europe : 
I call the Emprefs of Ruffia the Coloffu^ of Europe, my Lords, for 
the belt reafons, fince, by her vigorous and perfevering policy, (he 
h:|s at length raifed herfelf to an enormous magnitude of power. 
The good fenfe of the Britifti nation recently faved us from a profit- 
lefs and imprafticable war; while, by the (hameful derelidion of 
all fyftem, by an unpardonable, not merely inattention, but I fear 
eountenance of her ambition, they have fufFered her to take poffef- 
lion of all the Weft of Poland, fo as to makp the rock of Ockza- 
kow, of itfelf of no value, really an important addition to her 
ftrength ; and thus has fhe been able to lay the feeds of power, the 
future produce of which it is perhaps impoflible to calculate. As 
to her alliance, we may reafon from her paft condudl what will be 
her future: it is her invariable policy to embroil the Southern 
powers of Europe, jn order to exhauft them. We have conftantly 
experienced this difpofition : (he endeavoured to interfere as a me- 
diatrix in the peace of 1782 only with a defign of throwing ob* 
ftruftions in the way and of retarding the event. It required ad- 
drefs to rcfift her efforts, and (he was difpleafed at not being permit- 
ted to^ufe her good offices to embroil us. Such has been her craft 
in the prefent war, indcad of fending troops, to aid th^ confederacy, 
fhe has been building fortreffes, that, as foon as (he fees her rivals 
properly exhaufted, (he may be able to attack her devoted vidim the 
Turk. My Lords, it is a fcrious coniideration that you are thus 
a(rifting her projedl, and countenancing itie plan of exhaufting the 
finances of every State in Europe, fo as to prepare them for the ge- 
neral overthrow which (he meditates againft them. I can fpeak upon 
the moft authentic information, that of merchants who have recently 
come from the keeneft and moft obfervant mercantile country in 
Europe, that the refources of the Emprefs, in men and money, 
are inexhauftible, and that they go beyond the calculation of all men 
not intimately acquainted with the foundations of her power. Our 
next ally to-be con(idered is Holland. Holland, that was draped 
into the confederacy by us againft her own better judgement ; Hol- 
lahd, that has been made the cat's paw of the cat's paw. What aid 
arc we likely tp obtain from the Dutch? Though fo formidable-^ 
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maritime power, have they fent a fingle (hip to fea? As to their 
anny, I forbear to fpcak; I will not repeat all the ftufFthat has 
been told in the newfpapers of their conduA. If it be true that they 
difpl^yed any backwardnefs, it only exhibits a ftriking example of die 
difierence that there is in the condud of men when engaged in de» 
fence of their own liberties, and when drawn in to fight againft 
others. There is another ally, the King of Sardinia, from whom 
certainly much cannot be expedted. As to the fufpicion which fonie 
how or another has gone abroad that it would be his inclination to 
continue the war for the fake of the ful^iidy that we give him, it is 
an afperfion to which I cannot give credit. The King of Sardinia 
I beMeve to be an honeft man ; but he is weak and exhaufted : he 
cannot do us fervice. It was always an opinion that, though he 
might be a fmall check upon France, and might be ufefuUy em^ 
ployed in the way of diverfion, juft as the French may hold out the 
terror of an invaiion to us, he could never crofs the Var to any .good 
purpofe. • I remember this was the opinion of Mr, Grenville, and 
it has been uniformly proved by experience. Such are the alliances 
of England! And upon this heterogeneous confederacy, ofinterefts 
fo inimical to each other, of powers aftuated by no common motives, 
tied to each other by no friendftiip, do we rely for fuccefs in this 
war. Is it to be expeded that they can keep together? Is it to be 
believed that an obje6t that has never been defined, in which no two 
of them agree, nay, which is ftated to be diametrically oppofite, as 
often as they try to define it» (hall yet perform the miracle of keep- 
ing down all their old animolities, flifling their jealoufies, reconcil- 
ing their differences, fmoothing dieir mutual afperities, and refolv- 
ing them all into a mafs of formidable and perfed union ? If, my 
Lords, you can rationally believe that this miracle will be performed 
you may attach hopes to any fcheme that may be prefented to you 
for the farther progrcfs of the war. I confefs, my Lords, that it 
does not enter into my imagination that the league can endure to 
any good purpofe, but that it will foon be found that the artful am- 
bition of two of the courts maintains it only until their rivals arc 
exhaiifled. In the mean time it is manifefl that none of them have 
money, except only that power that has taken care to give you no 
other aid than promifes, and that the whole burden has fallen and 
is to fall upon the people of England. Our next point, my Lords, 
is to look at our conduct to neutral powers ; and here, my Lords, 
I muft lay it down as a political maxim, that whatever fyflem a 
nation may adopt for itfelf, however profufe it may be of its own 
exiflence, no nation has a right to dictate a fyflem to another. 
There is no countiy in Europe that ought more religioufly to adt 
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upon this pnnciple dun England, (ince Aietc is no country that 
could be more endangered by the violation of this right. I fear 
that we have loft by our condu6t towards neutral nations fomediing 
more valuable even than our blood ; we have loft our honour. 
Every odicr lofs we might have borne, we might have retrieved ; 
but the lateft poftcrity will pafs judgement upon us in refpeft to the 
outrages that we have committed upon neutral powers. I will read 
to your Lordftiips a few extracts from the diplomatic correfpondence 
of the prefent war ; I will not detain you long, for I (hall only read 
Id you the harfti words, the pmnted cannon which you have ufed 
^igainft independent States, merely becaufe they were weak and you 
were outrageous. Here the noble Marquis went fuccinftly into a 
recapitulation of the correfpondence that pafted between Lord Her- 
vcy and the Court of Florence, and of our other Miniftcrs with 
Sweden, Denmark, Switzerland, and America. On the 2 2d of 
May, Lord Hervey fent his firft note intimating the arrival of a 
Spanifli and Englifh fquadron in the Mediterranean ; he received 
for anfwer from the Minifter of the Grand Duke a refpedtfiil decla- 
ration, that His Royal Highnefs was determined to maintain a AnSk 
and unchangeable neutrality. To this Lord Hervey made a reply, 
exprefllve of his aftonifhment, but declaring that he would make 
known the anfwer to the Court of St. James's. Yet to prove that 
be had received his inftrudions, and that this young Lord did not 
2& ffom felf, he forthwith difpatched a circular letter to all the other 
Minifters in Italy, making known this declaration of the Grand 
Duke, and conveying it in terms harfti and infulting. After this, on 
the 8th of Odtober, he prefented a memorial in which he peremp- 
torily called upon His Royal Highnefs to difmifs the French Mini- 
fter within twelve hours, or Lord Hood would bombard Leghorn. 
Such was our condu£^ to the brother of the Emperor, our ailly ; fuch 
was our outrage to an independant State, as diftant from every prin- 
ciple of policy as it was from decency, and from the law of nations. 
One would t^ink that a ftiort recolle^ion of the late quick fucceftion 
of Mtmaidis in the Houfe of Auftria might have taught Minifters 
^ wi£dom of forbearance from fo grofs an infult. I believe, faid 
the noble t/xd, that it is a received opinion among thofe who are 
attached to Courts, and who have the beft means of judging, that 
obligaticoia confened on Princes^ fervices I mean, are ufually, if 
not conftantly, forgotten ; but that infults and injuries never are. 
It is a well-known anecdote that the late King of Spain never for- 
got, nor foigave, the bombardment of Naples. And it was as pppo- 
ftte in national policy, as in Court policy ; for never was there any 
article in any treaty more beneficial to England, than that in th« 
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treaty of Worms, declaring Leghorn a free port. Our attempts on 
Sweden, Denmark, and Switzerland, were of the lame nature* 
But to (hew that there was no fyftem other than that of determined 
outrage, in all our attacks we made ufe of different pretences. He 
praifed the anfwer of M. de Bcmftorf, Minifter of Denmark, as 
one of the fineft effays on the rights of independent States that he 
ever faw*; he recommended it to ftudents in politics as a leiTon; 
and he fpoke with equal, if not higher, praife of the wifdom, mo- 
deration, and temper difplayed by the Canton of Berne. If all the 
world were inundated widi folly, wifdom would retire and take 
ibelter in the Canton of Berne. But our treatment of all other 
neutral powers, was nothing in comparifon with that which we had 
fliewn towards America^ our fitter pec^le; our natural child ; our ^ 
friend, who fpoke our language ; tied to us by every afFe£Uon: our 
condu6t to America had been marked with more than common out* 
rage, he was afraid with blacknefs of guilt, that he almoft fhuddered 
to examine. He was almoft afraid to fpeak out, but it was a dut/ 
incumbent upon every one of their Lordihips to endeavour in feafcHi^ 
to prevent, if poffible, the horrors to whidi the atrocides that he 
alluded to led the way. He did not fpeak merely of the order of 
die 6th of November, an order made without confulting the Ame* 
lican merchants; but by what fubtlety had it happened that the Al«* 
gerines had. been made to declare againft the Americans? Was there 
no (ufpicion that the Indians, who had been called the arms which 
God and nature had put into our hands, had been let loofe upon the 
States ? He had no doubt but to thefe queftions Minifters would be 
provided widi ready diplomatic anfwers. But it was for the confi* 
deration of their Lordihips, and of every generous mind in the king- 
dom, to exprefs, in time to prevent confequences, their abhorrence 
at the very idea of fuch a fyftem. No power on earth, the Canton ' 
of Berne itfelf, could difplay more true wiidom, more dignified 
xno()eration, dian had Mr. Wafhington and die Government of 
' America. He had difplayed, (hall I iay (fays he) the grandeur of 
a Monarch ; he difplayed all the virtues, all the wifdom of an ho- 
neft and an enlightened man ; he difdained to follow the examjde of 
thofe who not merely a<S upon the popular cry, but who raife a cry 
in order that they may z& upon it ; he oppofed himfelf to the mad- 
nefs of the mcmieiit, and fecured to the people of America the blcf- 
fings of peace, in fpite of thcmfelves. What is the confequence? . 

* VideZ>f^r^//*/Ccdl.e<^ion of official Papers on the War, printed uni- 
formly to bind with the Parliamentary RcgiHer, to which it is a proper 
Supplement, 


88 PARLIAMENTARY ' A. 1794. 

The refleSion has proved to them the wifdom of their Government, 
which has coUedled ftrength and ftabilitjr by the meafure. Thus, 
whether we look to our confederacy on the one hand, or to the neu- 
tral powers that we had irritated on the other, he faw nothing very 
promifing in our future profpefts. The confederacy, as he had 
faid, was almoft utterly deftitiite of money. Holland itfelf was low 
in credit. A lottery by which they hoped to borrow a fum of mo- 
ney at five per cent, had failed, though almoft all their debt bore 
only two and a half. Spain had iffued 1 6 millions of rix dollars in 
paper money (about three millions fterling,) and the exchange had 
lowered twenty per cent. On the exchange of Amfterdam there 
were blank certificates in circulation from every one of the powers at 
war. Not a guinea was advanced upon any of them, except perhaps 
Ruflia. Great Britain alone was to be the paymafter, and to fur- 
nifh the funds for all. Were we to look forward to a miferable 
Weft- India iflandor two as an indemnity? He reprobated* the idea. 
When America was ours, the Weft India iflands were valuable ; 
but things had now taken a very different courfe : and he was much 
miftaken if we (hould have reafon to boaft of our poffeflions in the 
Weft Indies as valuable. It is well known that Jamaica had been 
forfced to open her ports to America in order to procure a fupply of 
ftorcs; and when wc talked of indemnity for the French Weft In- 
dia iflands, it behoved us to look to the meafures which they would 
naturally adopt. 

Our poflfeflion of a part of St. Domingo had already given rife 
to a very long edidt on the part of the French Government, in 
which they refolved to give freedom and arms to the blacks, as a 
means of war. Would not this fpread and be contagious ? and 
was it not likely that we fliould foon feci the Weft-India iflands a 
burden on Great Britain, when they might find the monopoly of 
our market of advantage to them, but when it would be a ferious 
detriment to us ? Let us not then, he faid, purfue the idea of this 
pitiful indemnity to our own ruin ! the ftagnation of our domeftic 
induftry, and of our national capital, for only one year, was worth 
more than the fee fimple of any of their iflands in point of fub- 
ftantial benefit to the empire. The French looked upon us as the 
prime mover of the confederacy, as its foul, and head ; all their ef- 
forts were therefore clearly direAed againft us; they had turned 
themfelves to their marine ; and we all knew, from the experience 
of what they had done in that way in the time of Louis XIV. what 
great things they were capable to atchieve. And what was the ob- 
jedt that we had in view in all this, he called upon their Lordfliips, 
to fay if they could define it ? Had it ever yet been defined ? To 
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(hew that all the declaradons that had been ifTtied by the allies dif- 
fered from one another, the noble Marquis todc a fliort view of all 
of them as they had fucceflively appeared* 

The firft manifefto was the Duke of BninfwickY In that me- 
morable documentthc only dbjcA of the war is ftated to be the wel- 
fare of France ; the people, however, of idiich countiy ai^e not at 
liberty to obey any laws except thofc made by the King. In this 
manifefto it is aflerted that 

'^ The city of Paris and all its inhabitants, without didin^HoD, ihall be 
called upon to fubinit inftantly and without delay to the King, to fet that 
Prince at full liberty, and to enfure to his, and to all his Royal pei^ns, 
that inviolability and refpe^t which are due, by the laws of nature and of 
nations, to Sovereigns : their Imperial and Roy^ MajeiHes making per* 
fonaU]^ refponiible for all events, on pain of lonng their heads purfua'ht 
to military trials, without hopes of pardon— all the Members of the Na- 
tional Afiembl]^, of the Department, of the Di(lri^ of the Municipality, 
and of the National Guards of Paris, Juftices of Peace, and others whom 
it may concern ; and their Imperial and Royal Majefties farther declare* 
on their faith and word of £mperor and King, that if the Palace of the 
Thuilleries be forced or infulted— if the leaft violence be offered, the leaft 
outrage done to their Majefties, the King, the Queen, and the Royal 
Family, if they be not immediately placed in fafety and fet at liberty, they ' 
will <^ inflict on thofc who (hall deferve it the mod exemplary and ever 
memorable avenging puniOiments, by giving up the city of Paris to miii* 
ury execution, andexpoiing it to' total deftruoion, and the rebeh who 
ihall be guilty of illegal refinance, fbali fuffer the punifhments which 
they (hall have deferved/' ' 

To this paper the name of Brunfwick is infcribed. All that I 
can lay is, , that it was not that iame Brunfwick fo loved, fo hcxiour- 
cd, fo revered by his own fubjecls. He, I am fure, could alone 
have iigned it in his official capacity. For the dreadful effeds of 
thb execrable manifefto the allies are anfwerable before God and 
man ; and I really think that every cruelty which has been pradifed 
in France deduces its origin from thofe powers who are leagued , 
ag^inft that country. 

The fecond manifefto of the Duke of Brunfwick, was merely 
for the purpofe of enforcing the firft. The next in order, was the 
Prince of Cobbtn'g's proclamation of the 4th of May. In this pro- 
damatioh, the Prince exprefsly ftates that the object of the allies is 
to reftore the Conftitution of 1 789. In four days, however, af- 
terwards, on the 8th of May, a fecond proclamation was publiflied 
by the Prince of Coboutg in which he declares that the firft contain- 
ed only his perfonal opinion, though he had in fadl pofitively pledged 
the faith of the allies in it. Such is the fate of declarations ! 

The next proclamation was Grcneral Wurmfcr's, in which he 
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fbteSf not that he has taken poflei&on of a part of Allace fi^ LewU 
the 1 7 th but for the Emperor. After Geneical Wurjnfer's pnKla-* 
mation, came one from Lord Hood, promifing the r^dorialtion of 
the Conflitution of 1 7 89. A declaiation was afterwards publifiied 
op the aglh of Ofiober, 1 793, in the Gazette — But this contain* 
no pointy and is vague, loofe and uncertain. General O'Hara's 
proclamation is more confident and more open ; but |he contra4ic« 
tion between that and Lord Hood's declaration is extreme. The 
latter promifes the reftoration of the Conftitytion of 1789, the for- 
mer t^lks only (|f the reftoration of Monarchy and of an indemnity. 
Jf God were to (hew his finger from Heaven, he could not have 
pointed out a more fignal mode of vengeance, than the manner in 
which we had been forced to retreat from Toulon. But did the 
Spaniards make any declarations fimilar to thofe of the Engliih I 
No— -This I ftiould think would be fuflicient to prove the incon- 
gruous nature of the parts of which the confederacy is compofed. 

Is the reftoration of the old Government of France, the objecfl 
of the war ? If it be, how can the old Government be defined — 
It was a worn-out Government, and, though I have often converfed 
with enlightened Frenchmen on the fubjedt, I never could procure 
a definition of what the old Government was— 7 1 remember a fpeech 
of the late Lord Chatham to me when I was a young man — He 
afked me on my return from France, about the fiti^ation of that 
country, and he made ufe of thefe words, *' When I was myfelf 
^t Dijon, I faw an order ftuck up on the part of the Kiftg-— Turn- 
ing the corner of the ftreet, I faw another order on the pait of the 
Parliament, forbidding the execution of the King's orden From 
that moment I was fure that the Ffench Government could not 
*aft." 

When we had pofleflion of Toulon we had indeed a fine oppor- 
tunity of creating a powerful intereft in France in our ftivour. The 
old Government of Toulon was founded on denioaratical principles.. 
It contained a third eftate. K you had given the Toulonefe this 
form of Government, you would have attached them to you inftead 
of alienating their minds by a mode of condud fo replete with con- 
tyadi<aioiV5, that they could not rely upon any of the promilcs that 
wejre held out to them. 

Whether, therefore, it was the old. Government, or what it was 
we had in view, it was impoffible to conjefture ; and. certainly it 
would not be unworthy their confideration to endeavour if poffible 
to make out and explain to the world a fpecific end that wc had ia 
Miew;. Even the beft advocates for ariftoaacy were of this opinion. 
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Mallet drf An, one of the moft forcible writers againft the Frertch, 
has not hefitatcd to fay, that by not having a clear fpecific objedl ia 
view, ail hope of conqueft is demolifhed. Hi3 woids are thefe— 

" The idea that force alone is fufficient to fubjc£i a nation, is worthy-; 
only of the gafconaders in politics. The podible fubjedion which ought 
to be fought, and which, by undermining the bafis of ferocious anarchy^ 
would prevent new revolutions, mail be the refult of force, united with 
perfuafion. Without this union, war may continue to torment, buf 
cannot fubdue, France. It may cxhauft the refourccs of the Conven- 
tion, but will afford the means of producing others. Should it effed{ 
internal divifions, it would then but parcel out the Republic, under the 
ruins of which the commerce and credit of France, and the balance o£ 
power would be entombed ; while the partition, by exciting the cupi« 
dity of neighbouring nations, would produce fifty years of war and tax* 
ation. 

** The chief obftacle at prelent to this empire of opinion, is ignorance* 
The inteotions of the combined Powers being kept in myftery, their ene-* 
mies, I fay again, find in this myilery an inexhauflible fource of refift- 
ance. It aids them in ripening prejudice, fupporting popular error^ 
giving eflfeffc to public phrenzy, and counteracting the terror of the alHea 
armies, by tbe dread of the cona&queaces which would refult from theiif 
fuccefs." 

Such is the opinion of this writer ; and without fuggefting terms 
to the ExbcUdve Power, if was the noble Lord's opinion^ that this 
Country ihOuld hold forth a moft liberal and generous conduct to 
France ; the fame fort of gcnerofity wWch France (hewed to Eng-». 
fand, diiring llie civil wars of Henry III. and which Hume fo finely 
Mcnhed, ou^t to be an example to us in the prefent moment. 
HuAie, fpeaking of Louis IX. during the dreadful civil wars that 
i^vaged England under Henry III. fpeaks of him as follows : 

^*' Whenever this Prince interpofed in Englifh affairs, it was always 
with tfn intention of compofing the difference between the King and his 
Mobility ; .he recommended to both parties every peaceable and reconcil-< 
iag me^fure ; and he ufed his authority with the Earl of Leiceffer, hia 
natiye fubje^ to bend him to a compliance with Henry, He made a 
treaty with England at a time when the diff radtions of that kingdom were 
at the greateft height; and when the King's authority was totally annihi* 
lated ; and the terms which he granted might, even in a more profpe^ 
rou8 ffate of their affairs, be deemed reafonable and advantageous to the? 
Englifh, He yielded up fome territories which had been conquered from 
Poidou and Guienne ; he enfured the peaceable poffeflion of the latter 
province to Henry ; he agreed to pay that Prince a large fum of money ; 
and he only required that the King ihould, in return, make a final 
ceffion of Normandy, and the other provinces, which he could never 
entertain any hopes of recovering by force of arms. This ccflion was 
ratified by Henry, by his two fons and two daughters, and by the King 
of the Romans, and his three fo/is. Leicefter alone, " either moved by * 
vain, arrogance, or defirous to ingratiate himfelf with the Englifh popu<» 
^e, protcfted againil the deed, and infiftcd 6n the right, however dif- 
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taut, which might acrue to hit cottibit* JL,omt faw, iii thiy obftinacy, 
the unbounded amlntion of the man ; and as i Barons indfted that the 
jtaoney due by treaty fiio*lld be at their difpofal, not at Henri's ; he alfo 
^ur, and probably with regret^ the lo«r condition to which this Monarchy 
who had more erred from weakneft than from any bad intentions, was 
deduced by the turbukfnce of his own fubjedls.'* 

'" , 1 am cpnfident, faid the noble Lord, that if we weit to (hew the 
taunt fentiment of kindnefs and generofity, if we were to tnanifeft a 
defire of peace, if we were to hold out our hand, they, would do 
itiore than tncct us half way ; they have always ^bcen againft the 
war with England* I am not the dupe of all the (illy pretexts that 
have been held out for our plunging into the war. 'Tis not the 
violent fppeches and the inflammatDty harangues that happen either 
in their Convention or in our Parliament, that give me any true 
potion of the general fentiment of either countiy. Violent fpeeches 
h) the one place produce violent fpeeches in the other» When we 
talk of demolifljing thdr anarchy, they will call ours tyranny ; and 
f>y their miferable inve6lives bandied from the one (tde to the odier^ 
may the temper of the people oii both (ides be irritated widiout 
c^ufe and without objed. Let all this be avoided : it can produce 
pogood. 

What the terms of the peace oi^tt to be, I repeat, that I da 
not mean to fuggeft, but I am confident that in great afiairs there 
ihould be no medium. An indemnification I (hould fuppofe would 
not be inlifted upon — for we can have no wifh of accepting gold 
from France ; ai;id what indemnification can a few wom-nout iflands. 
be to us ? Beiides, as America has guaranteed the pofTeflion of 
. the French Weft-India iflands, will (he quietly permit you to feize 
them ? If we do not mean ext<^rmination, we ought to be generqy&» 
One of the ableft "ftatefmen that ever lived fa3a^, that between the 
one and the other of thefe objedls, there (hould be no difpute. Let 
us not then cabal about an ifland. It is not the tra(h of an indem- 
nity that we ought to purfue ; it is to conciliate the minds of the 
people of France, and to reftore pe^ce to mankind. We fee^ what 
. indeed hiftory might have told us without this fatal experience^ 
that God has made fuch a difference between offeniive and defen- 
five war, that the (ajue creature afting in different fituations changes' 
his nature. Thefe very French whom we have found (b formidable 
when attacked^ droop and ficken when they oome in their turns to 
be the affailants. We have nothing to apprehend therefore from 
their external hoftility. Wlienever they have cotnt acrofs the 
]^hine, you fee how feeble they haye become* Nor docs the fwv 
-timentof the nation countenance them in foreign attacks; no part 
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of di€ war crated fuch niurmurs at Paris as the (iege of Mayence* 
Thcfe confidcrations, my Lords, I tnift will induce you to give a 
deliberate attention to the 6bje6l of this war. I have endeavoured, 
to coittprefs them into the propofitions which I hold in my hand^ 
and to which, whatever weight it may have with you to-day, I am 
perfuaded that yod^U by and bye recur, as a meafure not altoge- 
ther undeferving of your ferious regard. I therefore move your 
Lordihips. diat apn humUe addrefs be prefented to His Majefiy, 

To reprefent to His Majefty, That the events of the lad campaign 
have demondraced the extreme improbability of conquering France, even 
under the fingular circumftance of a genenu confederacy forifted againft 
her: 

That the duration of an extenfive confederacy, neceflarily flow and 
ill-combined in its operations, is not to be depended on from day to day« 
and formed, as the preientis, .with Powers, who it is to be apprehended- 
from the exhaufted ftate of their finances, walled by profulion and war, 
can only fulfil their engagements to us by being lubfidized, the gp^at 
burden of exp^nce and odium mud ultimately fall upon Great Bntain 
and Ireland : 

That were the war to be in future as fuccefsful, as it has hitherto prov- 
ed adverfe, it ought not in found policy to be continued, becaufe no ac<| 
quifitions Of territory can be of real, and much lefs of adequate benefit, 
at the rifk of prolonging the prefent, and laying the foundation of future 
..wars : • 

That a Ipfsto the nation incalculable., and almofl beyond ima^na- 
tion, mud follow from the diminution of product and confuniption ; 
the dagnatjon and dedru6tion of capital, and the general decay of trade, 
which have arifen in the place of that redu6tion of debt and taxes, 'which 
we were taught to expe£^, and which is fo eflential to our external inde- 
pendence, and to our internal tranquillity and happinefs: 

That the difmemberment of France, if attainable, fo far from fecur- 
ing the balance of power in Europe, mud endanger, if not overturn it, 
as it cannot fail to augment the drength of the greater European Powers, 
who, jkom their ambition, and the policy which they have lately adopt- 
ed, of adiiag in concert, already threaten the extindion of the Indepen- 
dent States of the fecond and third order, upon wliofe prefervation the 
liberties of Europe effentially depend : 

That opinions and fentiments once widely dilTeminated cannot be con- 
trolled by arms, and therefore it. behoves every Government, which 
would guard againd the progrefs of Democratic principles, to avoid the 
evils which gave birth to them in France : 

That the obedience paid by the French nation to its Provifionary Go- 
vernment, when in thea6t ot oppoijng a confederacy attempting to con- 
trol its interior, though a drong proof that the prefent war is more likely 
to confirm than to dedroy fuch a Government, ytt is no proof that the 
French nation will continue that obedience to it, provided we fuffer them 
to return to a fiate of external peace, while it may be yet time for the 
national good feafe to q>erate : 

That experience has demondrated the futility of every attempt to in- 
terfere in the internal a&irs of France, even if the injudice ot it were 
problematical, and that we. mud defervethe deeped reproach which a 
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Dation ean i&cur^ if^ to krre the mere ocealiQiiil pu^iet of the confb'* 
4eracy, we encourage farther revolts in that country, where we find that 
we are unable to fulfil our promifes of prefent fupport, or to fave thofe 
«rho have put a confidence in us, from ruin and exttrmination : 

Therefore to implore His Majefly to decljire, without delay, fai& dif* 
poficion to make pe^ce upon fuch difinterefied and liberal fentis, as ar^ 
Deft calculated to render the peace between any tWQ aations lading,* and 
to communicate fuch declaration to hh allies, that an immediate end may 
be put to that daily effiffion of human blood, which, if fufiered to pro^ 
ceed iBufi change the charader of the nations of £uiT>pe^ and ia the pbcA 
of that improving' fpirit of humanity, which has till lately diftins;ui(hed 
modern times, fubmtute a degree of favage ferocity unexampled in the 
annals of mankind. 

Earl FITZWILLIAM fald, he believed that the people* of 
this country at large at firft confidered, and now confider, this war 
on our pwt to be ftridly a defenfive war. It was evident the French 
sie^tto ^ve law tsaall Europe. Th^ meant to cany tlieir prin- 
ciples into the heart of every other country. Principles which, if 
propagated withoat oppofition, muft be tremendous to ev^ry other, 
part of the knowh world ; and of the intention of the French to 
pmpagate them there could be no doubt, for that was confirmed by 
dl^ir afls. This was illuftrated' beyond a doubt by many &£ls, 
and confirmed from the authority of Briflfot, who was the firft ad-? 
Tfferof th(i d^etarati<^ of war. Briflbt had fince declared that this 
war, on the part of the French, was not a war for conqueft in order 
to gain territory merely, or of ambitionronly, but a vfar <jf dcflruc- 
tioa 16 every lawful government. But his Lordihip obferved thaty 
although he regarded thfe war on our part as a defenfive war, yet it 
did not from thenee foUbw^ that we fliould not be very aSive in our 
jmeafures : no, for active wc certainly muft and would be in the 
profecuticni of it, unlefs we forgot all our ancient principtes, and 
gave way to a hew fyitem, that threatened us and all the' reft! of Eu- 
rope^ with deftrudion. The motion now before their Lordfliips, 
appeared to be bighfy 6bje6Uonable ; the objedl of it feemed.to him 
to b«; to call on His Majefly to make a diflinft' fpecification of the 
mode in which the war was to be carried on, and to call on His Ma- 
jefly, in dtredt viobitioa of all the treaties by which he is engaged,v 
to abandon the ocfmraen caufe^ without confultation with any of ther 
Of het» powers-: tWs^ appeared to him to be highly impropet; for wer 
ihouldat all time»psiy a high regard to the fpirit of our treaties, and 
we wejre bound in^ honour by ^ prefent treaties; Wife he thought 
them : others might perhaps be of a diflTerent opinion on that part of 
the fubje<ft, but he believed there were but. few in this country who 
would think it advifeable for His Majefty to abandon the fpirit o£ 
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them wiAout even (o much as cdniulring any one of his allies : this 
would be a dxrcA vioiation of the lav of honour^ as well as the law 
of nations ; by this we (hould at once fcnrfeit our faith and abandon 
our own ii^tereft. With regard to peace with France, we could 
have no hopes of it under the prefent fjrftem, unlefs we were pre- 
pared to facrifice every thing that was dear to us, for we had lately 
been told by one man in the National Convention that we may hav9 
peace if we pleafe, but before we have it we muft give; up our Con- 
ffitulipn: what after this was to be faid of the hopes we had of ob» 
taining peace under the prefent fyftem of Government in France? 
What were we to expe(3 if we were to withdraw from the prefent 
league, or to become paffive? The beft way to anfwer that would 
be found out by looking at the conduft of the French when they in* 
vaded Savoy- That they were eager to introduce their political fen- 
timents into other c()untries, appeared fufiiciently frcnn their con« 
duft in neutral nations, or wherever they were permitted to have 
any footing ; their firft and great obje£l in fuch (ituations, being to 
eftablidi Jacobin clubs, for the purpofe of diflfeminating their prin- 
ciples; and in Flanders they even eftabliftied primary aflemblies. 
Would we propofe .terms of peace with France, we muft firft dif- 
band our armyy or quit the territories of the Republic, and theri 
what fecurity had-we that any honourable terms would be aflcnted 
to on their part ? His LordHiip contended, that the fafety of the 
country, the prefervapon of the conftitution, of every thing dear to 
Engliihmen, and to their poftcrity, depended upon the preventing 
the inttodu£Hon of French principles, and the new-fangled doctrine 
of the Rights of Man ; and that this could only be effbded by the 
eftabliihment of fome regular form of Government in that country, 
upon which fome reliance might be placed. 

The Duke of GRAFTON declared, that he rofe to deliver hid 
fendments in favour of the prefent motion, not from attachment to 
any party, but from a thorough convidlion that he could not pof- 
iibly render his country a more effential fervice, than by ufing hi» 
utmoft iendeavours to refcue it from a Var as deftru£live in its na- 
ture as unknown in its principles and obje d. He fhould have beeif 
iatisfied to hear the opinion of others much at length upon this &b* 
jed, and would have weighednt well, and then, as a man of ho-* 
nour, unbiaifed by any fide, fhould have given his own- This 
he wiflied to do on every important occafion: he (hould certainly 
have done fo upon this, if the noble Marquis who mide this motion 
had not done Wm the honour to communicate it to him ; and he 
muft doclare>' diat if he had not delibex:ately confidered it, and- i£ 
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he had not been thoroughly fatisfied with the conftmflioh and ten- 
itency of it, he ihoold not, at this ftage of the debate, fay a iingle 
word upon the fubje6t ; but under all the circumfhnces, he thought 
it his duty to come forward and declare his fendments. There 
might be fQmc'who thought that it would avail nothing to fupport a 
fide of a queftion againft a great fuperiority : he confefled he was 
not difmayed by that confideratipn ; for he was old enough .in this 
world to remember, and to fee a fmall minority— a minority flan- 
dered by addreffes to His MajeAy fiom difFc rent parts of the king- 
dom, and by other produdions, and all this for adviiing peace with 
America ; and yet fome of the very perfons who were fo angry at 
iirft at diis advice, adopted it, and the fmall minority grew up into 
a large majority in the kingdom. What then was to be dreaded in 
this war,* any more than had been encountered and fubdued in that 
former inftance ? Nothing. Was this motion to be attended with 
;iny indignity to the Crown ? No ; that was not the intention.— 
Was the fpirit of the motion againft the intereft of the citizens ?— 
He did not like the word citizen.— But was there any thing , in the 
motion againft the intereft of Britons, as he would rather call them, 
or prejudicial to our fellow fubjeds ? Nothing. On the contrary, 
the motion was calculated toprom^ote die real welfare and profperity 
of the people of this country ; and he believed, that if right mca- 
fures had been taken fome time ago, with regard to Continental 
aiFairs, hundreds of thoufands of the lives of our fellow-beings 
M'ould have been faved ; and he (aw no reafon why fteps that had 
hitherto been found fo deftruflive, fhould (till be proceeded in. He 
had fome time iince heard, indeed, that we ought to. repofe confi- 
dence in Minifters \ but when fo much blood and treafure were to 
be wafted by their fchemes, and that too unneceffarily, confidence 
in Miniftcrs was a new dodrine to him ; and he was fure it was 
entirely uhconftinmonal. There were men who were interefted in 
continuing the fyftem, the efFedls of which was fo generally and fo 
- heavily felt. But he believed not many of their Lordfhips would 
deny that very alarming confequences might arife out of that conti- 
nuance. We know very well, at leaft there were but few who 
doubted, that we were two years (ince in a ftate of great and envi- 
able profperity ; perhaps as few would doubt that we were tremen- 
douily fallen iince that period. For this there muft be fome caufe ; 
for this helvas inclined to think there might be two \ each would 
operate in its way- The caufes be alluded to were— either die 
building itfelf, although not rotten at the heart, is in a ftatc of dan- 
gerous decay, or Minifters were corrupt in the difch^e of their 
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ixxtj ; arid 1>7 inefficient, ill-judged, or unwife meafures, had 
Imxight us to the condition we are in at pr^ent> fren) which, untefe 
tifnely prevented, fome ferious calamity wiU befall us. Either of 
thefe caufes was enough to bring us into our prefent iituation, and 
unlefs ibftie remedy was taken to prevent it, this might end in our 
total ruin ;' he was fure that a combination of thefe caufes was 
enoi^h to do fo, and perhaps he might think that combination 
was no^ working to that end moft rapidly. Hitherto he had dealt 
a good deal in general .terms upon this fubjed, but he was fure 
their X/)rdfhips would be able to apply what he faid without any 
dif&culty. They would renumber, that about two years ago thcJ 
right honourable gentleman who was at the head of His Majefty's 
Cabinet, had, in a fpeech delivered with that pnatchlefs eloquence 
which diAinguifhed him, held out to the Public the very thriving 
ccoidition of the finances of this country, the growing produce of 
our revenue, and above 4ill, the probable profpe6t we had of con- 
tinuing to ourfelves the hleifings of iminterrupted peace for the 
fpace of fifteen years: it was in February, 1792, the Minifter had 
adhially calculated our finances upon that profpe6t, and on it he 
had bmlt a plan for the liquidation of our enormous debt. At 
that time he could not be deceived as to die af&i^s of France, for 
there was not at that time a fingle emigrant here from France that 
was not a friend to the dd Government, and from whom' he could 
not have deceived any flattering details of the good difpoiition of 
Ac then ruling party in France ; and yet with alt this advantage 
itom information that could not flatter him, he was pleafed to 
hold out to the Public a profpe6l of the bleflings of peace for fifteen 
years together ! - What did this teach every man of a reflefting 
xaind to infer ? Either that the Minifter was infincere at the tim0 
he held out this language, or that the fyftem on our part, with re- 
ference tathe politics of the Continent, was changed. The firit 
Iras an un(iiaritable, die fecond a fair inference. He would take 
k dienthat we had changed our fyftem, and that we were now to 
fajfift on a partioilar form of Government, pn this, he nnift owrt 
he had no idea of our fuccefs ; nor did he fee juftice in our inter- 
fering atJmy time in the internal Government of France, or of any 
«her country. He had heard, indeed, that the French infifted on 
ritcringour tonftitution, before they would confeftt to be at peac0 
l^ifli usr; but he believed that if there was wifdom in oiir Court- 
cfls, arid proper terms Were offered for peace with the French^ our 
eonfHtution would ndt be in any danger. He had heard much faid 
aganft the violence of the French, and the defpefaiioh of thdjf 
Voi.*XXXVIU* O 
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caufe, as mamfefted by their debates in the National Convention, 
and much reliance was placed in the pamphlet of BriiTot, to prove 
that the French arc determined on the deftrudion of all other Go- 
vernments ; he owned he did not agree to fuch a conclufion. We 
had in our Houfes of Parliament laid as hard (hings of them, and 
their Goyemmenr, as they could fay of as ; all this would foon be 
fet aiide, by opening any train of negociation which had been too 
long neglected : ' indeed, . fuch fteps had been taken, as had tended 
much to inflame the whole of the French people. One of thefc 
was the Manifefto of the Duke of Brunfwick, a performance which 
he really believed had been the caufc of much (bedding of blood. 
-—It was but juft that the Public of this country fhould know whe- 
ther our Cabinet knew any thing of that publication. If they did, 
he was forry tlicy did not proteft againft it. If they did not, it was 
infolent in the Court of Vienna to conceal it from us, at a moment 
when it muft have been in their contemplation to bring us into the 
league, and while we remained lilent on that fubjedl, the people of 
France would condder the fentiments contained in this manifefto as 
the fentiments of tlie King of Great Britain. The fame obfervation 
was applicable to all the other Manifeftoes and declarations of the 
allied powers. The noble Duke concluded with obferving, that 
with r^rd tohimfelf, Minifters ought to fee, by looking at his con- 
d\i& for years, that he was aduated by nq motive of perfonal hofti- 
lity to them* But on this, occafion he felt himfelf bound to vlA the 
part he did. He adted from the fenfe he liad of his duty to his 
King, to his country, and to himfelf; and viewing all thefe as he 
did, he found himfelf bound mod folemnly to declare it to be his 
opinion, that, from continuing the prefent fyftem, the exiftencc of 
the Throne itfelf may be in danger; the authority of Parliament 
annihilated, and, the country be ruined ; and he fhould feel it a 
matter of internal reproach from his confciencc, fuch as would for 
ever deftroy the tranquillity of his mind, fhould he conceal from 
their Lordfhips what he now felt with regard to the prefent momen- 
tous conteft. Their Lordfhips, he did not expedt, would be im- 
mediately influenced by what had fallen from him or the noble Mar- 
quis ; but he implored them to rcReA on it when on their pillow, 
and confider how far their country might be injured by the conteft, 
and how little hope could be reafonably entertained of the fmallefl 
advantage refulting even from its moft fuccefsful termination. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON faid, he had endeavoured, wiA 
all the attention of which he was mafter, to follow the argument* 
ufcd by the rc^ble Duke and Marquis in fupport of the prefent mo- 
tion, but could jnot perceive that any one had been ufed by which 
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ftcir Lordftiips could be induced to adopt a meafure which went in 
direft contradiction to the addrefs which they had voted to His Ma- 
jc% on the firft day of the prtfept feflion. The prcfent motion 
appeared to him to be nothing different but in name, from that 
made by a noble Earl (Stanhope) whopi he had in his eye, and of 
which their Lordfhips had fully cxprefled their fentiments ; that 
was a motion to acknowledge the French Republic ; the prefent a 
Riotion propofing a peace with France, the acknowledgment <rf 
whofe Government muft be a fundamental article of it. The fen- 
timents he had adopted with regard to France in the commencement 
of the war, he confeffed, remained unaltered ; nor had he heard 
any thing from either of the noble Lords which could in the leaft 
ihake his opinion. It was not his intention to follow the noble 
Marquis through a long and tedbus narrative, which, in his mind, 
had tmt little bearing on the queftion : he would endeavour to feledi 
Ae general line of his argument, to which he would reply.— In no 
one aigument, or propofition, advanced by the noble Marquis, did 
he concur, but one, whidi was, that peace was delirable, if it 
jcould be obtained with honour and fecurity; but to him it appeared, 
that there exifted at this moment no greater hope of fecurity than v 
there exifVed two months fince, when the}r Lordlhips concurred in 
the addrefs, which expreffed their opinions that a continuation of 
the war was neceffary and advifeable. As for an honourable peace, 
that feemed not to be pc^ible ; for the ground propofed was a breach 
of faith with our feveral allies, to whom we were bound by treaty, 
and the (everal treaties on the table of that Houfe, whether advan- 
tageous or otherwife, this country, if it regarded its honour and 
feidi, was bound to obferve and fulfil. What was the objeft of 
the motioit of the noble Marquis ? To addrefs Hit Maje(ly to de- 
fine die objedt of the war, and the grounds upon which we will 
accept o( peace. The objeft of the war, his Lordihip faid, had 
been already fully and amply defined on the part of France; it was 
evident what was their objed frdm their feveral decrees, from the 
1 6th of November, 179a, to the report of Barrere, as Prcfident 
of the Committee of General Safety ; then: 6bje6l was an ofFenfive 
war, for the purpofe not only of conqueft, but of the fubverfion 
of the diflferent Gonftitutions of the kingdoms of Europe ; our ob^^ 
jed in this war was not only clearly defined, but fully underftood^ 
it was a defenfive war for the proteiSUon of oiir allies, for the pre- 
fervation.of our Conftitution, and for obtaining fecurity againft' 
fimilar encroachments in future. The decree of the 1 6th of No- 
vember, of the 19 th of November, and the note of Monfieur : 
Chauvejin, in anfwer to the remonftrancc of Lord Gr^nyille, 9II 
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Cdnfirm what was. their chjeA, to efbblifli what appeared ta theni 
to be freedom, in all nations ; and to fubvert their exifting Go* 
Vemments. Tjhic arguments u£pd againft a continuation of the 
war by the noble Marquis, were, in his opinion, of the moft dan* 
gerous nature, they tended to involve us with our allies, by inducing 
2. fufpicion of their ccMmiu6l ; and alfo to involve us with neutral 
jlations, America in particular, who is fo intimately conne<%ed with 
pB. — He ihould not takp notice of the feveral manifeAos and pio- 
damations which had been read ; and which tended to influence 
the minds of our allies ; he (hould juft take the libqrty of makii^ a 
iingle obfervation upon the papers of Lord Hood ; upon thofe the 
tioble Marquis had obferved, that in one he promised to the people- 
cf Toulon the reftitution of the Conftitution of 1 7 8 9 ; and in ano- 
ther, he contradidted in toto thi$ agreement by propofing tliat the 
ihips and ftores (hould be reAored when a Government fhould bp. 
cftablifhed in France under fijch modifications as might feem right 
to the coalefced powers. He felt himfelf inclined to maintain that 
the ^onduA of Lord Hood was perfe£lly regular and proper. H« 
here read part of the Declaration of Lord Hood to the inhabitants 
of Toulon, and the fubfequent proceedings. From thefe he drew 
concluiioRS totally different from thofe of the noble Marquis who 
made the motion ; for fo far was Lord Hood from infifting on any 
form of Government in Francp ; that he left the inhabitants to 
judge for themfelves. Theyfwere to declare in favour of Monarchy 
in France \ and Lord Hood undertook to proted them, and preferve 
that place, as well as others that might follow their example, in truft 
for Louis the Seventeenth, fon of Louis the Sixteenth ; he only pro- 
Inifed to (e(:ure to them, as far as circumflances would admit, the 
form which they adopted for themfelves. A noble Lord (Stanhope) 
had on a former 4ay allpdged that France had, by her Conftitution| 
given up all idea of ii^terfering in any Government but her own. 
A Con^tution it was called, but it refembled more a coUeftion 
* ci maxims than a Conftitution^ and fuch as it was, it had no 
force, for it was ftrangled in its birth ; it.met with the fame fate 
6f every thing good or virtuous in France ; it was tried before tho 
Revolutionary Tribunal, and executed, at leaft its Acuities were 
fiifpended during the continuance of the war ; but he contended, 
that this was no Coi>ftitution ; it confifted of a fet of disjointed 
maxims and rules, but poffeifed no feature of a G)nftitution, nov 
a iingle trace of the vencjrable remains (rf their former Government. 
Was it this Goi^ftitution, which was deemed unfit for a time of 
: war, upon which we were to depend for the continuance and &cu- 
irpty of U>e peace I Qoix\i not the defpotic and qiicoiitrolod poVrer of 
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Ihe National Convention at any dme fufpend its facilities, ii>hen it 
might feem fit to dedave war i Even if we were to conclude a 
peace wiSi the French, under the authority of that Conftitutioii 
to^moatowy' there was no fecurity fi^ the continuance of it for a nu>- 
ment, for the ardour and the enthufiafm of the Rights of Man, 
wcxM put an end to all tranquillity, and endanger all the Con(U- 
tutions in Europe, for the French might again take it into their 
heads to plant fhe tree of liberty in their neighbour's foil : in (hort, 
dieie was no lecurity whatever to be had from the French for the 
pundual obfervance of any of their engs^ments. They had no 
idea of the nature of national honour, national faith, or the binding 
force of a national engagement, and therefore he would not enter 
into any agreement with any of them. To illuftrate what he had 
now faid, he would refer to the common courfe of proceeding in 
courts of juftice :' "yVhen any witnefs was called to be examined, 
and when his integrity ,or capacity were doubted, he was ufually 
aiked, ** What idea have you of the obligation of an oath f" If 
the anfwer was infufficient, the court would refufe to examine him; 
{»ecifely fo was the cafe here-— die French had no idea of an agree^ 
ment between one country and another, and no reliance could be 
placed on their promife, fuppoling their judgement to be correA 
upon that fubje^t. Indeed, all the ties of moral obligation were 
looiened. There was no religion in France ; there was no morality 
in France ; there was no honour in France ; there was no virtue 
in France ; there was nothing in France to be depended upon ill 
which civil fociety. was interefted. The Deity by name they had de- 
graded — ;denied his exiftence — then tolerated him — then admitted 
him a Member of the Jacobin Club. All that infamy, blafphemy, 
and folly, was the efft&. of their defpondence and defpair. What 
correfpondence or connedtion could be held with fuch perfons?-— 
Their fyftem was to fet Europe in a flame, as had been expreffed 
by BriiTot : ai>d although he fell, his opponents differed from him 
in this point, only in point of time : they agreed to the principle of 
fetdng Europe in a flame, as a matter of ncceflity for the preferv3- 
tion of the French Republic. Befides, we were lately told from 
Ae Jacobin Club, and from the Nadonal Conyention by Barrere, 
diat Englaod wiflied for peace : that England fliall hav^ peace, 
but it muft be by facrificing her Conftitution.' Let the noj?le Mar- 
quis negociate upon thefe terms, and he would afk him if he was 
billing to pay the price which, was aiked— tbe facrifice of the Con- 
Hitutidn ? It was a price which he was fure qo man in this countiy 
Ivould confent to pay. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE conceiving the noUe EarJ 
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had been a littlie too fond of the equity of the Dedaratbn of Lord 
Hood at Toulon, read the whole of it, and maintained it fuUy 
warranted the conrunents he had made upon it. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON continued of his former opinion 
upon that fubjed. 

Lord DARNLEY expreffcd himfclf forty to interrupt the Houfc 
fo frequently i but, he trufted, the great importance of the quefiions 
which ha\*c lately called the ferious attention of the Houfc, would 
fufliciently induce their LordChips to pardon his intrufion ; he was 
now more convinced than ever of the propriety of pcrfevcring in 
this juft and necefiary war ; for his part, he did not entertain thofe 
gloomy appreheniions which noble Lords, who had fpoken in the 
debate, had exhibited ; he had often been told that the country 
was injured by the continuation of hoftilities ; but when he looked 
arouncl him, he faw the fame happinefs wa^ enjoyed, and the 
country in the fame profperity as in 1789 ; there was no noble 
Xx}rd who wi(hed for a fpeedy and honourable peace more than he 
did ; but before he made any attempt to procure it, he muft have 
fome reafon to hope it would be permanent, at leaft fomething 
more than conjecture. But the noble Marquis, whofe opinion he 
treated with refpeA, and whofe ability as a Statefman, he could no( 
but acknowledge, had not thought proper to point out any mode in 
which this peace may be procured. He had not ftated to the Houfe 
with whom we are to treat, with what Government we are to ne-r 
gociate. It would be difficult indeed, for him to define that Go- 
vernment, and mUch more difficult, he trufted, would it be for 
|iim to induce their Ix)rd(hips to liften to any idea of accommoda^ 
tion. He would pot think of defcribing the Government of that 
country, whofe dreadfpl and infernal meafures were not confined 
within its own limits, but threatened ruin to Europe. From thei^? 
)ate decrees, and the fpirit yvhich they breathe, it appeared, that the 
Convention will liften to no treaty, no overtures of peace, without 
the facrifice of your Conftitution. This, with him, and, he trufted, 
with every other noble Lord, would ever be an unanfwerable argu- 
ment againft peace. We muft therefore relinquifh our fotm of Go- 
vernment, ©r they muft abandon theirs before negociations can be cn-^ 
tered on. He faid, he could not content himfclf with giving a filent 
vote ; it was a war founded on jqftice and neceffity ; he ever would 
jdcfend it with his poor abilities; hp would to his laft moment give 
it his warm fupport ; before God and hi? country he fpoke the fcn-. 
pments of his heart, and fo perfectly fati$fied' was he in his own 
mind of its urgency, that though die idea was novel, and fuch 
language feldom hclji i^ tl>at Hoi^fe, be aflfurcd their Lordihips^ 
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that be would profecute it with his fortune and his lifej (hould fuch 
fupport be ever requifite. 

The Earl of GUILDFORD faid, it was not his intention to 
go much at largp into the fubje6t, particularly after the able nunner 
in which it had been treated by fome noble Lords who had preceded 
him in the debate. He commented upon the arguments of the 
noble Earl who fpoke fecond (Earl FitzwiUiam), and acknowledged 
that he thought them rather extraordinary ; at the fame time he 
thought it neceiTary to fay that fo much did he approve of all that 
had been faid by the noble Marquis, that if he was refolved to take 
the fen^e of the Houfe upon the motion, he (hould think himfelf 
obliged to vote for it ; because he ^(hed to (hew himfelf particularly 
againft the conffaruSion which the noble Earl had put upon the mo- 
tion, and the motives for bringing it forward. Another noble Earl 
hadilarted a new and very extraordinary fort of argument for re- 
fuiing to make peace with France. He had compared the French 
Government to a witnefs brought to the bar to give evidence, and 
whom he would think it neoeflfary firft to a(k, if he underftood the 
nature of an oath ? Juft fo, before he treated in any way with the' 
Convention, he would think it necelTary firft to be fatisfied whether 
they underftood the nature of a contraA between two nations ; if 
this dodlrine was to prevail, he was at a lofs to know when the 
proper time for ncgociation wovdd arrive, for granting all that had 
been faid about the perfidy of the Convention, were they to turn 
their attention to the ancient fyftem of France, they would find in- 
variably, that in all its tranfa£Uons with this country, when a 
Monarchy, there was as much perfidy, and as little dependence to 
be had cm its treaties, as could be ftated againft this or any Conven- 
tion or Government, from the time of Louis XIV. to the pre(ent 
<iay. As to what had been faid on the fubjeA of treaties, and the 
queftion that had fo often been repeated, how noble Lords could ad* 
vife making a peace that would be inconfiitent with the treaties they 
had entered into with their allies, he would aik what power was in- 
vcftcd in the Executive Government to make treaties, by which the 
privileges of that Houfe were to be entirely taken away and de{ht)y- 
cd ? He never coi^ld hear without reprobatii^ fuch new-fangled doc- 
trines. . The next thing attempted to be aigued-was the impoffibi- 
% of treating at all with .Fratice, from the different decrees of the 
[ Convention, and much ufe had been made of then), as well as of 
Barrcre's repcMt, which he owned, to him, did not appear in any 
M pertinent to the queftion then before the Houfe; one thing 
however he was glad to fee admitted by all parties, and that ^^9 
^ univerfal wi(h for peac<^ that prevailed amongft all ranks of peo* 
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pie in this country, though ibme noble Lords, by their aiguments, 
feemed to defpair of the poiTibility of obtaming It, and that unan|* 
nx>us wi(h, be thought, ought to ipduce Minifters to lofe no op- 
portunity to procure that peace fo defirafole, and fo eifentially necef- 
fary to the happinefs and profperity of this coutitiy. This defpair 
of making peace, feemed to arife from an idea, that as long as 
France adhered to the fpirit of their decrees, there could be no 
chance of treating with them ; it might tie fo, if this could poflibly 
happen ; but he contended t];iat it could not ; nor ought we to (late 
thofe declarations in a Aronger point of view, than the declarations 
t>f other countries, and particularly the declarations of this country^ 
which he contended had frequently of hte been fo little adhered to, 
that in many inftances we adled in direct contradidion both to 
the fpirit and the letter of our declarations. Such declarations, 
therefore, in that country, as^ well as in this, he would always oon- 
fider as the declarations of individuals, more than the a£t$ of Par- 
liament, or a Government ^ and he never could have believed that 
they would have been treated as objections to treating for peace, 
when all concurred in admitting, that peace was fo dcfirablq and fo 
neceffiuy ; and before he left this part of the fubjed, he would only 
beg of ihofe who cried out fo much againft the decrees of France, 
to exainine our own declarations at home, and the inftrudlions given 
to and followed by our Minifters abroad. It would then be faid, 
what are we to do? — fo great are the difficulties at home and abroad, 
that how can we remove them P But he in turn would a(k^ What 
^re they ? He believed the difficulties were moftly at home, and 
Ixrithout any folid foundation. Are we afraid, are we alhamed to 
be the firft to bring about, by our interference, that which is not 
only for the good of our country, but for the general tranquillity 
tod profperity of all Europe ? If we were thus afraid and afliamed 
to be the firft to fet the example of negociating for peace, he hoped ] 
and trufted, we would foon come to our fenfes, and think odierwife^ 
Much had been faid about the danger to our laws and religion ; but 
he could not fee the weight in that argument, which it feemed to 
have with fome people ; and he conceived, at fo momentous a crifis^ 
we ought not to allow prejudices of any fort, or exaggerations of 
the proceedings of others, fo far to get die better of our judgements^ 
as to prevent our reftoring, as foon as pdTible, the bleftings of 
peace to our country. But what is there, again^I a(k, my Lords^ 
that prevents mediation ? It feems you cannot pafs with impunity 
thofe particular declarations the Republic has made with refpciSt to 
thi» country. Unlcfs, my Lords, you are blinded with prejudicei 
you muft remember that declarations equally violent were snade osi 
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your parts, as violent as the rankling animofity of Statefmcn could 
fuggeft. Do not^ my Lords, foi^et the declarations made even 
from the throne : — Do not forget the declaration of both Houfes of 
Parliament, which fell but little fliort of alTcrting, that nothing 
could be accomplifhed \ivithout the deftruclion of the Governors of 
France ; the declarations are flmilar, and equally virulent oft both 
fides ; but, my Lords, what Ihould be the condudl of this country 
in this iituation of affairs r Would it be degrading or difhonourable 
for you to be the firft to remove thefe national <animoiities ?r— are 
you afraid or afhamed to be fecn in (o noble a caufe ? Whilft we 
are ridiculing and cenfuring their Governors and their Conftitution, 
let us take care not to endanger our own ; let us beware how we 
hazard religion in this country, by the conduft we are purfuing— 
take care, my Lords, that you do not one day ^fee introduced into 
this country, thofe. awful fcenes which you lament and deplore in 
that unfortunate country ; I entreat and conjure you to ufe every 
means in your power to ftop this horrible efFufion of human blood ; 
let no prejudice, no antipathy, my Lords, ftand in the way of me- 
diation. Abandon, I requeft of you, your idle, your vifionaryt 
your impradicable fcheme, of dilating to an independent country, 
of fettling the Government of France ; your exertions^ have been 
already as great as your ftrength or your ability could permit, you 
have made the effort to fubdue this proud nation ; you find your 
arms have been unfuccefsfiil ; perfevere not, my Lords, in this 
deftruflive fyflem of politics in which you have embarked. I rofe, 
my Lords, merely to flate the* obje£t, the real end, of oiu" endea- 
vours ; let me advife you to remove thofe impediments which ftand 
in the way of an union, of an amicable reconciliation ; and let us, 
in the name of Heaven, make fome af^empt to procure a fpeedy, 
3 fafe, and an honourable peace. 

The Duke of LEEDS faid that the motion, coming fk)m the 
quarter it did, demanded from him every degree of refpedt, refpect 
from perfonal confiderations and long acquaintance, and more fo 
as coming from one whofe charadter as a great ftatefman had long 
been held in the higheft eftimation. lie declared himfelf however 
againft the motion, and was furprifed when he found the. noble 
Marquis had ufed no argument that could induce him to acquiefce • 
in it. He did expe<fl to have heard it ftated that fome great change 
in the French fyftem had taken place, that fomething had happened 
that made a peace pra£liCabIe ; but from nothing he had heard that 
right, from nothing he could colled from the public prints, or all 
the private information that came within his reach, could he collect 
any fujch thing ; the only anfwer therefore that he thought the motioa 
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required, was to read the addrcfs to His Majefty on the firft day of 
the feflion* He ha<J no doubt but the motion had been brov^ 
forward from the propereft motives, and for the effential fcrvice of 
the country, but he really could not help objedting to the time that 
had been chofen for the purpofe. He did not mean to enter into a 
difcuflion of the origin, or defcriptioA of the war, but he confidered 
the ground of it to be purely defenfive ; and confidering it in that 
light, as well as from the fandion already given to it by Parliament, 
he faw no neceffity why we (hould be at any difficulty with refpcd 
to its prccife objefts. He always from the firft had conceived the 
French fyftem to be a fhameful confpiracy againft the Conftiturion, 
Che liberties, the laws, and the religion of every eftabiiftied Govern- 
ment; and thefe he took to be fufficient grounds for the origin of 
the wax. And as to peace, nothing (hort of a complete difavowal 
and abandonment of that fyftem on their part, could ever induce us 
to treat with then\; and even in that cafe he was doubtful if we 
Could treat with fccurity. And from thefc opinions he thought that 
it would be mean and daftardly to recommend peace at diisimmcdi- , 
ate junfture, confidering the circumftaixres of this country. He 
then made fome remarks on what had been faid refpfedtingour con- 
dudl towards neutral nations. He faid it afforded him a particular 
degree of fatisfadtiori that the noble Marquis had at laft found out 
diat Ockxakow was of fo much importance to the Emprefs of Ruflla, 
whom the noble Marquis has been pleafcd to ftyle the Coloffus of 
Europe. He did not know how that language might be received at 
Pcterft)urgh ; but he recolleaed when he had bufincfs in his official 
capacity to tranfaft with that Court, the noble Marquis was fo par^ 
ticular that he gave him in that Houfe his advice how he ought to 
addreis that illuftrious Princefs ; and after having fuch advice, he 
trufted he had addreffcd her in words more fuitable to diplomatic 
language. He congratulated the Houfe on the appearance of a noble 
Duke that night, after fo long a retirement from public bufincfs, 
becaufe he believed, as the noble Duke had ftated, that a confcicnti- 
ous fenfe of his duty was the only motive that could have brought 
him forward. But one remark had been made by his Grace which 
he could not pafs entirely unnoticed : the noble Duke had refle^ed 
on the condud of Minifters for fome time back, and had afcribcd 
to that conduft many of the wofft confequences that had occurred, 
fince the breaking out of the French revolution. At the beginning 
of that revolution he was in office as Secretary of State, and from 
his (ituation, he was happy to think that he hati it in his power to 
know, and to avert one of the moft fhameful and horrid confpiracies 
at Paris, that could have been contrived. With regard to the con- 


A. f 79^. DEBATES. 107 

ioA of Monfieinr Chauvelin ; cin any one (zj, thar there wae ever 
an Ambaflfador fo obnoxious, or any inflance of a perfon who dared- 
to behave in fuch an improper manner ? He continued this (hame-* 
fill behaviour, till Government found k necefiafy toafilime the dig** 
nified part, and order him immediately to quit the country. We 
have feen the declaration of the Convention, in which tbey flate that* 
they will not entdr into any overtures of peace till the enemy quit 
their frontiers, and till we evacuate the Netherlands. What rea* 
ibn have we to fuppofe that after we withdraw, they will not re^ 
fume their career, bireak through die barrier and again pais on ti^ 
Holland? befides my Lords, they have pofitivdy declared, Enj^and 
muft relinquifh her Conftitution, or tKey will not treat with her, or 
Mften to terms; on the whole, our attempts would be vain, our'hu*^ 
inanity would be ufelefs, no hope can be expelled fifom treaty; an4 
in the prefent flate of affairs we cannot, however great our anxiety^ 
for diat objeft, effeduate a lafting peace. Upon diefe grounds thent 
he mufl dbjcA to the motion ; firft becaufe it was, in his opimcxi, 
impoffibie to inake peace with the prefent Government of France^ 
and next, becaulBs that very Govenunent had recently pafTed a decree, 
that made irimpoffible for them to treat for peace with this country. 
Lord SYDNEY obje6ted to the motion on the following 
grounds : it went to declare, firft, our injuflice in having com- 
menced the war ; our inability to carry it on ; and our diffaruft of 
our allies. He felt himfelf warm, heoonfefTed, on the occafion, 
from thole honeft prejudices of education which he had imbibed in 
his youth ; and whatever apology might be made for the conduct of 
the French, becaufe it was fimilar to what had been purfued under 
Louis the Fourteendi, he would as eagerly have a£^ed againft him, 
had he adopted a fimilar courfe of cruelty and injuftice. He would 
not enter at large into a detail of all their villanies or depredations ; 
he would jufl mention their attack upon Savoy, upon Auflria, upon 
the Kmg of Sardinia, for no other reafon than becaufe he had ^ 
few paltry redoubts that ftood in the way of their plundering incur* 
fions into th^ adjacent countries. Their conduct towards GenevA 
was unjuf^ unfeeling, and oppreffive ; they had endeavoured to 
render it anrepitome of Paris. It is truf , they did not fuoceed in 
their obje£l of efiablifhing their Goveitmient, or more properly 
^peaking, of deflroying all Government there, but they f ^nt into 
Aeir State a banditti of ruffians, at the head of whom was Citizen 
Rotondo. This wretch, inftruded no doubt in the bad purpofes of 
hiscommiffion, was conftantiy reviling all legal and royal authority, 
and amor^ other tq>ics of abufe, had introduced the name of our 
Sovereign. He was one day at table more than ufuallyabufive. 
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3ind in mentioning His Majefty, wifhed him the fame fate as the 
unhappy Monarch had juft fufFered, who was guillotined. This 
infoldnce was juftly and fpiritedly rcpreflfed by a young Irifh gentle- 
man, whofe nanie was Hobfon, who inftantly knocked him down. 
The fray coft this wretch his life, which he had fojuftly forfeited 
by his crimes. It is* agreed on all iides, that peace is preferable to 
war; but (hall we prefer an unfafe and a precarious peace, when 
we can compel one that fliall be folid and lading ? War is already 
determined on, and he was fure the country, from the juftice and 
neceffity of the motives, from which it was undertaken would conti- 
nue to fupport it. But we are told this country is unable to proceed 
in the war; it is fu^efted, that little confidence (hould be placed in 
our allies, the war has been alfo declared by fdme noble Lords as 
unjuft ; it is no fuch thing, we will not degrade and difhonour our- 
felves by afferting now that our caufe is unjuft, our allies not to be 
depended on, and our country cxhaufted. He had juft toobfcrve 
on fometiiing that had been hinted by a noble Lord at the opening 
of the debate, which glanced fo forcibly on Miniftersi that it muft 
for their honour be explained and noticed. A hint was given by 
the noble Marquis, in his rtiotion, that arts were now in pradice 
to excite the Indians of America againft the civilized inhabitants. 
Surely if this were true, which he ftrongly doubted, the author^ 
fhould be afcertained, the charge clearly made out, and the whole 
ftiould take the (hape of an accufation, and not be conveyed in a 
dark and vague infinuation. His Lordfhip concluded in exprefiing 
his decided difapprobation of the motion.v^ 

Earl KINNOUL (Lord Hay) faid, he would trouble the Houfc 
but with a few words ; he was furprifed when notice of the motion 
was given, but now much more furprifed that nothing more (hould 
be advanced ; he did not hear one argument which could alter the 
opinion he had formed on the decifion which Parliament made on a 
former night ; he wa^ much aftoni(hed at one thing which had fallen 
from the noble Marquis, with refpeft to the Weft Indies ; the 
noble Marquis advanced thiat tl)cfe iflands were not of the fmalleft 
advantage to England : this was a ftrange idea thrown out in the 
heart of this great commercial country ; Ji© dented the pofiticxi to 
be true ; he was confidently affured that the capture of St. Domingo 
was of the greateft importance ; that very advantageous markets 
were already opened in that ifland ; and he was convinced that our 
commerce would be much extended by its capture. It has alfo been 
^itiferted that this country does not ftand well with America, and 
that America is likely to take up arms againft us ; but in^en we 
look for authority^ we trace the pofitions no farther than idle ru-* 
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mour ; on the contrary, America every day is more hofUle to 
France ; fhe becomes every moment more difgufted with her prin- 
ciples. We have feen thefe infamous principles endeavoured to be 
introduced in that riling country, but they have luckily been fmo- 
thered in their birth ; and happy for the profpcrity of that country, 
Ae wifdom of her Government law into the danger that accompanied 
them, and prudently oppofrd their introdu£tion. When the motion- 
,is taken under a calm and difpaflionate view, their Lord(hips can-, 
not, ought not to enter into any treaty diredlly or indiredly with 
France. Here bis Lordfhip entered into a juftification of the mea- 
fures taken with regard to Toulon, read extradts from the Procla- . 
mation, and (hewed that the Condudl of Minifters under all circum- 
ftances was not only juftifiable, but highly meritorious. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, at that late hour of the 
night, he had no intention to trefpafs, long upon their Lord(hip&* 
patience. Several noble Lords had wiftied to ai^ue this queftion,* 
as if it was (what they ftated it to be) precifely the fame with that 
brought forward by a noble Earl (Stanhope) on a former day. He 
contended that it was not fo, neither was it juft to treatit in that 
manner. , He paid many highly deferved compliments to the able 
inanner in which his noble friend had introduced his motion, which 
he was fure had made a ftrong impreilion on all who had heard him. 
It was now evident, and completely admitted both within and with- 
out dpors, that peace was the moft defirable object to all ranks of 
men in this country ; and as they had every reafon to apprehend that 
Minifters had not that objecS fo much at heart, as they ought to 
have, every man who perfevered in his endeavours to bring it about, 
deferved the beft thanks of his country. In this light it was that 
he thought himfelf and the country fo much obliged to his noble 
friend that night ; that fort of perfeverance was always proper, and 
in the American war finally had its effedl. There was nothing no- 
vel in it, though there was in the manner which he, ^ and thofe who 
thought and aftcd as he did, were treated, by .the fupporters of the 
war. They were daily calumniated in the groffeft manner, and 
every thing they faid mifconftrued and mifreprefented to fuit the pur- 
pofes of their calumniators. If they mentioned the word freedon^, 
they were accufed of Jacobinffm ; and if they fpoke in favour of 
fv. liberty, they were faid to defepd French principles. He came for- 
^ ward in this Houfe as an Englifhman in defence of his rights ; but ' 

he was unjuftly upbraided with the epithet of a dangerous Republi^n . 
and leveller; but whatever might be faid of them, the fame afper- 
fions could not be thrown out againft a^npble Duke, who had tba|; 
flight come forward iii fo able, fo manly, and fo honourable a man* : ^- 
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ndr ; after 2r long rethrement from every fort o( bufiitefsi prompted* 
hf his confcientious opinion that the country yna in danger from the 
fyftem which Miniflers had for fonfi6 time been purfuing, and from' 
tiiieir mifcondud:. And this manner of coming forward was a great 
and folid confolation for the country; what motives cdttld diey 
Scribe to the noble Duke ? Surely none that were impropeor. What 
' obJ6£t can he have at coming forward at the rifle of hi$ health, to 
remind you of your errors, to warn you of your raflmefs I it is ndfc 
party fpirit which has brou^t him hert ; he is not connected with' 
any party, it is not any love or defife of office ; that he had enjoyed 
to its fulleft extent long ago: he is not young, my Lords ; he is too 
old to appear before you actuated by the wi(h of grafpii^ popularity; 
he is not dazxled by the glare of fancied glory ; this is not a maiden 
effay which will waft him into popular eftimation. No, he comes 
to give additional fupport to the caufe of humanity, and with the in- 
tereft of his country imprinted on his heart, he difoharges the duty 
of a valuable cidzeh and a true patriot. 

TMs perfeverancc in the minority he trulted would not abate ; 
the caufe they were engaged in was the caufe of humanity ; and it 
was their duty to do their utmoft to put an end to a war carried on 
with an unexampled degree of ai)tipathy, animoiity, and fertxrity. 
It had been afked what lolles we had fuftained, and the anfwer was 
fimple, without going into a detail of particulars. Therfe lis not an 
individual but has fuftained fome dreadful injury. What, my 
Lords, has been the iituation of thofe whole property was in your 
Itoclcs at the commencement of the wair ? It is dreadful to refle<£l: ; 
they have loft, by your wild ambition, the fourth of their capital. 
And ^011, jny Lords, what have you fufFered ; you do not mife 
eveiy farthing which was levied on your property, but let the grdfii 
ftim be calculated, and you will find a fenfible diminution of your 
incomes. My Lords, our loffes are nevfer mentioned; but alas, 
Tny Lords, confider that this year there are additional taxes to the 
amount of nine hundred thoufand pounds. laid on this country ; he 
lamented the neceflity, yet he was happy he could obferve his coun- 
try in fuch a ftate of profperity as to fupply fuch an exoibi^nt de- 
ihand. Had yoiu- Lordihips relinquifhed your fruitlefs campaign, 
and had you added this immenfe fum to your finking fund, you 
would recover your imlportance in Enrope; no nation could cope 
with you, none could attack you with fuccefs. But, my LcHxis, 
the immediate oppreffion of taxes, the fall of the flocks, are no^ 
thing when compared which the more ferious lofs your Commercial 
intereft has fuftained ; every thing which aiFe(5ts the trade of this 
tclmtiy is ultimately an irreparable injury. What is there can af- 
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kSt it more tfian tfaefe European broils ? You miftook the intereft 
of the country, when you plunged into the war ; you confulted nei- 
Aer your honour nor your advantage ; had you perfevered in a dig- 
mfied neutrality, the wealth of Europe would hive flown into Ais 
lAand ; you would have profited well from the contentions of your 
neighbours ; you would have gained a noble harveft of wealth, and 
you would have faved your honour. And for all the lofles we had 
fuflaincd, what had we got, or What could we get by a continu* 
ance of the war ? Would any honeft, impartial man, look back 
to die lad campaigii, and iky that there had been one a<£Hon, the 
lemcmbrance of Which was honourable, or could warm the breaft 
ef an Englifhman with pride in the conduA of his country i He 
ftrongly reprobated the condu6t purfued with regard to neutral na- 
tions. Could we have put up with fuch condu A from any other na-» 
tion ? A noble Earl, continued his Lordftiip, has addrefled yoii 
widi free feeling, it is true ; he afks you what you are fighting for : 
in the fartfic breath he tells you, it is for what fliould be moft dear j 
your Conftitution ; but my Lords, the noble Earl (Fitzwilliam) 
miftakes, when he allerts our 'Conftitution i$ in danger; it is too 
ifdl ioved, it is too dear to Englifhm^n, to be furrendered, but 
with their lives. But the noble Earl fhould never draw a contrail 
between the Government of this country and the old Government 
of Francci, What was the fituation of the wretched inhabitants of 
France, previous to the revolution ? The purfe-proud nobility op- 
preffed the wretched peafantry with taxes the moft fevere ; the 
Cicfgy and nobility fed in luxury, whilft the miferable poor linger- 
ed out a wretched exHlence ; but the noble Earl, if he looks into 
fills country, cannot difcovcr the fame ground for difcontent, and 
whift the people are happy, the Conftitution will be permanent ; 
but, my Lords, you fhould confider the danger, you fhould refteft 
what this country may fufFer from war ; take cafe how you intro- 
duce anarchy in the place of your Conftitution, atheifm in the room 
of your religion. The Miniftcrs of diis country feem determined 
to truft no Government ; but when thej' advife you to pcrfevere till 
you riter the Government of France, why do you not remind them 
of the loffcs of your merchants ? the defh-udtion of your tommerce i 
Why do you not fpeak, too, iti tfie language of humanity ? Why 
do you not Temittd them of pur foldiery ? My noble friends 
around me never mendon the lofles of the campaign, but they tnim- 
pct forth, you are fighting for your Conftitution^ for your AtL. 
But what is Ais^all, my Lords ? Is it your property, your religion ? 
My Lords, the noble Marquis, and I have property in your court- 
^^ did he ftrppofe that property, or tiiat religion, in any danger. 
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he would be the laft man to introduce any motion ; if he did, I 
ihould be the lail man to fupport him in fuch a. motion ; but you 
take {htltgr in another argument^ the impra6):icability of treating 
mrith the Republic ! and you found your opinions on this head from 
fpeeches printed in the pbblic papers, on declamations, altered and 
correSed by the caprice, and for the intereft of defigning men. It- 
is abfurd for your Lordfhips to build confidence on fuch authority. 
His Lordfliip then proceeded to refute all the objef^ions made on 
the impracticability of treating ; and aigued if thefe were well- 
founded, it was impoffible when to fay that peace might be reftored. 
As to the impradticability of treating on account of our alliances, 
he was furprifed fuch arguments were ufed at all ; had we held that 
dodfarine iii our late difpute with Ruilia, we mud have been at war ; 
9nd if it was one of our articles of treaty not to make peace till 
the Republic of France was overturned, fome of our allies could 
not go with us in that point. The conduft of Spain for th^4aft 
three months (hewed clearly that (he could not ; (he had even had 
a Minifter in France fince the Republic was declared. Neither 
could Holland or Prulfia agree with us if that was our fyftem^ 
Much had been faid about Ihe origin and motives of the war, and 
a variety of caufes had been (bited, but the precife obje6t had never 
been mentioned. Some have ftated it very widely— to preferve the 
tranquillity of Europe : certainly then they could not mean to in- 
troduce and eftabli(h the old Monarchic Government of France, as 
a means of preferving the tranquillity of Europe— nothing could be 
inore adverfe to that tranquillity, as we had known by experience 
the ambitious, intriguing, and abominable meafures of that court 
ever fince the death of Louis XIV. and particularly within the 
laft ten years. With regard to what his noble friend had faid 
about America, he had not given his information to the Houfe 
from private letters, or any fort of private knowledge, all that he 
had faid was founded by well-authenticated fadVs and reports from 
that country, which Minifters, . if they were true, ought not to be 
unacquainted with. But if we were to argue from the endeavours 
which France has made to corrupt the Americans by her principles, 
and the great provocation (he has given to America, ought we not 
likewife to admire and imitate the moderation, the prudence, and 
the propriety which America has exhibited under the able, the 
manly, and unexampled wifdom of that great man who is at die 
head of her councils and Government, and appears the greateft 
fiatefman that the world ever faw ? To thofe who argued that 
treating with France for a feparatc peace, would be a violation of 
different treaties which the Executive Government had entered into 
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vith foreign powers, he would fajr^ that no treaty ought to have 
been made by which this country Was prevented from making a fc- " 
parate peace, when her interefts required it. The privileges of 
Parliament would be annihilated, indeed^ arid we (hould be a6ling 
on principles not Britiih, but truly Pruflian and German, if ever 
we allowed the King or the Minifters to make treaties which boudd 
the Parliament and the people of this country not to have peace till 
the romantic and impradicable views of thofe who entered into fuch 
treaties were gratified. Did I not, my Lords, feel myfelf cxhauft- 
ed ; did I not find the fubjed difcuffed, I would ftill tfouble yoiir 
Lordfliips with one word with refpe(St to Monficur^ Chauvelin. 1 
know of no irregularity, no Impropriety of his; I have not heard 
of his mifconduiSl ; nor can I devife, why his name has been in- 
troduced. His Lordftiip concluded with reading an extraft of a let- 
ter from Dumourier, which ihewed that the Miniftry of England 
were opening a treaty about the 23d of January 1793, after Mi- 
nifters had refufed peremptorily to treat or negociate at all with th« 
French Government. • 

The Earl of CARLISLE wiflied it not to go abroad that thetc 
was in this coimtry any averfion to peace. The true ground 
of objefting to treat was, that the proper time for treating was not 
yet come. Let their Lordfhips confider what the efFed of voting 
fuch a motion would be on the other fide of the water. Our ene- 
mies would believe, that we were unable to profecute the war, and 
rife in their demands when we propofcd peace. It could not b« 
pretended that the war had been unprodudive of advantage. The 
advantage of driving the French back from Holland and the Auftrian 
Netherlands was jgreat ; the advantage of driving them out of In- 
dia was alfo great ; but more important than all the reft was, iil 
Ws opinion, the advantage of cutting oflF all communication with 
France at the time when war was declared, a circumftance of the 
utmoft importance to the internal tranquillity of this country, and 
which rK)thing but war could have fo, completely effcded. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, that whatever tlie reaLobjeft of the 
motion might ,be, and whatever Was the real intention of the ndbl^ 
Lord in making it, he felt great pleafure in reflediing that it would 
at i^ft have one happy efleft, namely, that of confirming and im- 
preffing more deeply on the minds of that Houfc, on the mind^ 
of the whole Parliament, and on the minds of the pe<g)le at laige^ 
the true, legitTmate, and fundamental principles of the war, and of re- 
minding them, by reiterated difcuffion of die fame points> how much 
they had at ftake in the event of it, and how neceffary it was to pro- 
fecute it with their Whole united ftrength. Imprcffed wlthihis idc;i^ 
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, he would, bte though the hour was, enter into the pmihary caufes of 
the war ; and, to ufe the very emphatical words of His Majefty's fpeech, 
entreat their Lordfiiips to keep the origin of it in their minds. He 
believed, however, that there were but few who then heard him 
that were not convinced that it was a war, on the fuccefs of which 
the exiftence of every thing they had or valued in life depended- 
It was a happy reflection to him, that the country was every where 
difpofed to meet the danger manfully ; for people very juftly con- 
lidered, whether it were better to compound our exiftence, or to 
facrifice, by one aft, our property, our religion, and our liberties. 
Vary the fubjefl: (fays the noble Lord) as often as you pleafe — turn 
it and wind it in what form you will — this is the true ftate of the 
queftion ; and to argue the point at any length, would be to imply 
a doubt of the truth of it. A noble Duke (Leeds) had in the courfe 
of his fpeech very naturally afked, What new ground had occurred 
in the fpacc of the laft few weeks to change the opinion of Parlia- 
liament, which had lately gone to the foot of the Throne to pledge 
itfelf to fupport the war ? What new meafures had arifen now to 
hold out the idea of peace, though hot a fubftantial one. A noble 
Lord had defired to know, and had challenged thofc who were ad- 
vocates for the war to declare, whether they could, in any two 
words, exprefs the objeds they had in view ? Tliis challenge he 
was willing to accept — Nay, he would go farther, and, in one 
word, tell their Lordfhips the objeft — It was fecurity. 

A noble Duke had, in the courfe of the debate, adverted to the 

^ fpeech of a right honourable friend of his (Mr. Pitt,) delivered in 
the other Houfe in the year 1792, in which he had congratulated 
the nation on the certain profpe£l of a lafting and advantageous 
peace. His Lordftiip faid, that had his right honourable friend 
gone even fo far as to fpeak with that degree of certainty ftated by 
the noble Duke, allowance might be madft for zeal, and the frailty 
infeparable from human opinions and fentiments. That matter, 
however, wz^ totally irrelevant to the fubjefl in difcuilion ; for, 
would any man prefume to compare the ftate of Europe in the year 
1792 to its fituation when the war began? There was at that 
time (1792) fomething like a Government in France. The ami- 
able Monarch, who afterwards fell a vidim to a regicidal faction, 
was then in being, and had fome little power ; and the fcanty au- 
thority which he had was made ufe of to compofe the tumultuous 
and hoftile difpofitions of thofe who had ufurped the power in that 
country, and to avert the menaced hoftility of the furrounding na- 
tjons. At his folicitation the moft friendly condudt was purfued by 
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the Government of this country; and there wer« ftrong hopes en- 
tertained by thofe in His Maje%*s Councils, that this amicable dtf- 
pofition would have met with no interruption. The Empeior had 
fliewn a fimilar forbearance, and indeed more than moft powers 
would have done, with the hope that hoftilities wquld be prevented. 
But there was a party in the Convention who were aduated by th« 
bafeft principles that ever were difplayed in any country. They ar- 
gued, that if the King ihould become popular, he would at lei^th 
beconoe powerful. They therefore fruftrated all His Majefty's pa- 
cific views, compelled him to difcharge his Miniders, and fubftitute 
Briflbt's fadion in their (lead ; and then came on the war with Auftria. 
Afiuated by malignity and perfidy, they forced the King to abandon 
peace, in order the better to bring about their private cnd§, and 
cftabliih a Republican Government. Much had been faid of the 
manner in which Monfieur Chauvclin had been treated, and much 
blame had been attempted to be thrown on Minifters for their con- 
<lu6l in that tranfadion— But here. Lord Grenville faid, he muft 
avow, that their treatment of Monfieur Chauvelin, fo long as he 
conduced himfelf with the difcrction due to the country, was friend- 
ly, conciliating and indulgent; but from that period in 1792, 
when the Jacob jn Fa<ftion had ufurped the Government, and got 
poffeiTion of power, Monfieur Chauvclin left no means of corrup- 
tion unattempted, by him or his agents here, to debauch the mijids 
of the people, promote difaffeSion to the Government, and raifc 
them up in oppofition to the eftablifhed authority of the country. 
Thefe were fads, of which, though fome pretended to be ignorant, 
almoft every one knew — for which he referred to their Lordlhips* 
own bofoms, to the public opinion, and to the proclamation which 
His Majefty found it neceffary to iflue, in order to put a ftop to the 
progrefs of thofe machinations, and to awaken^the people to a fenfe 
of their danger. Such, his Lordftiip faid, was the extent of the 
mifqhief then : but had it been diminiftied fince ? He would fay 
that it-^had not, nor ever would, but by crufliing the very fourcc 
from which it fprung ; for if fedition reared its head here, and Ja- 
cobinical principles were ftru^ling for efFefts, how could it be helped 
to be executed but by uniting widi the fadtious banditti in France } 
How far attempts of that kind had been made, was in the recollec- 
tion of every one ; he had therefore the lefs occafion to remind their 
Lordlhips,. that the followers and imitators of the French in this 
country had adopted the manners, the forms, the declarations, the 
very appellations, and every the minuteft circumftancc ; which 
circumftances of themfelves, without any overt a£ls, was ample 
»nd convincing proof of the dangerous and pernicious fpirit that aduatod 
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them. His Lorddiip then went into a full detail of the original circum- 
fiances that gave rife to the war, and drew the moft conclufive and 
undeniable inferences from every part of it, to fhew that the war 
was, on the part of Great Britain, defenfive in fpirit and in feft ; 
but if none of this, faid he, had paffed, fubfequent acts of a^ef- 
fion, the various decrees of the Convention carrying day after day 
reiterated infult and injury to this country, and followed up even to 
Ithe.prefent time, would have rendered it impoffible for us to remain 
at peace. His Lordfhip difclaimcd all rancour in the perfeverancc 
he avowed — declared that Great Britain alone, and her fafety, was 
in contemplation in the profecution of the war, and repeated that the 
end propofed was fecurity. And he would not fuppofe that Parlia- 
jnent wpuld, in fuch a cafe, call on Minifters to fay in what fpecific 
matter or mpvp that fecurity was to be obtained : it was a thing 
that depended on a variety of fluduating events ; and to afk it of 
him, would be to make fuch a demand as never was made in Par- 
liament, or in any other wife deliberative ^ffembly. He begged 
liieir Lojrdfhips to rpcoUeft, that the prefent was tqtally different 
from all former wars in its origin and condudl, and muft be efti- 
mated therefore by a new fcale , ^nd the queftion then before the 
Houfe was fimply refolved to this, (hall the horrors of France be in- 
troduced into England? The propofition of that night was nothing 
Ihort of this. A noble Lord had expreffed his difbelief of the adop- 
tion of atheifm by the French. Thus far he would agree witli 
the noble Lord, that atheifm had not become univerfal with the 
people there ; but that it was adopted by the ruling powers, no one 
could doubt, fpr there were undeniable proofs of it. His Lord^ 
fliip referred fpr thefe to the proceedings of the National Conven- 
tion, where the Municipality of Paris came to the bar, and made a 
formal and folemn renunciation of Chriftianity, as a religion of 
murder and error. Not only the whole Convention joinecf in exe- 
cration of it, but the Prefident congratulated them that they had, 
at one blow, annihilated eighteen centuries of error and fuperfiition, 
and, in fine, decreed that there (hould be no public worfhip of any 
kind, nof any God bijt the Tree of Liberty ! Finding, however, 
that this was rather too much even for France, they opened- the 
places of public worfhip, but with a refervation ftill more wicked, 
infidious, cruel and tjrrannical, than the original decree itfelf. A 
* noble Lord had faid, that the barrier of France was in^pregnable ; 
and had quoted the authority of the Duke of Marlborough. " Now, 
** of all other-authorities," faid Lord Grenville, '* that is the moft 
/* unfortunate and injudicious that the noble Lord could have 
<* chofen 5 for the Duke of Marlborough was himfelf the very 
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" man who broke that barrier, and took the ftrongcft part of it— 
« Lifle." 

, Lord Grenvillc then adverted to what had fallen from the noble 
Marquis, touching the laft campaign, which he had eenfured as 
unproduftive of any advantage ; but as facts were at all times able 
to countervail mere affertion, he would lay before the Houfe the 
comparative ftate of France at the beginning of tlie campaign in the 
month of February, and at the clofe of it. 

In February, the French were in poffeflion of the Auftrian Ne- 
therlands, had poffeflion of Valenciennes, Conde, Le Quefnoy, 
and a number of other towns. They had a vidorious army in 
Champagne, a vidorious army in Savoy, and had penetrated even 
to Holland, where, with an army elated with unexpefted fortune, 
and flufhed with rapid viftories, they threatened to fubjugate Hol- 
land, and make the wealth and fleets of that Republic the inftru- 
V ments of defcent on Great Britain ; their fleet riding triumphant in 
the Mediterranean, and the feas covered with their armed ihips. 
This was their fl:ate in the month of February. His Lordfhip then 
called upon their Lordfhips to recoiled how it was at the concluflon 
of the year. The French drove by the gallantry of the- Britifh 
troops from Williamftadt; and finally out of Auftrian Flanders, 
their commerce deflroyed, and the feas cleared of their cruixers; 
the grand fleet in the Mediterranean deftroyed, their navy crippled^ 
and their principal arferwl rendered ufelefs; while almoft all the 
ports in Europe are ftuit againft them. To all this w^ to be added 
the various poffeffions taken from them in the Weft Indies, now in 
the hands of the Eriglifti, and their total cxpulfion from the Conti- 
nent of India. Thcfe were fucceffes which his Lordftiip contended 
were greater than had ever attended the firft campaign of any war, 
and far more than a fober man could, at the commencement of it, 
have rationally-hoped for. Lord Grenville here defended the Dutch 
from fome infinuations that had been thrown out by a noble Marquis 
againft their military charader. He thought they had much better 
havQ been avoided, for they were calculated to do effential mifchief 
to this country. Something of a fimilar nature had been faid of the 
King of Sardinia, who had been reprefented as continuing the war 
for no other reafon than to benefit himfelf by the fublidy granted to 
him. Nothing was more fiilfe. His Majefty was an honourable 
man, and was perfeflly entitled to the affiftance granted him. His 
Ix)rdfliip then turned to the conduft of the allies to neutral nations, 
which had ferved as another topic of crimination ; and on this he 
was candid and explicit. He faid, theantention was, to prevent 
natioos, under the pretext pf an afFeded neutrality, from fupplying 
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the enemy with the materials for carrying on the war; and on this 
fubjeft the language of the Cabinet to thbfe neutral powers was in a 
tone of moderation, good temper and firmnefs ; and he avowed, 
that if, notwithftanding fuch renwnftranccs, they ftill perfifted, the 
arm of war ought to be brought in aid, for it was indifpenfably nc- 
ccffary to the fuccefsful profecution and fpeedy termination of tlie 
war, that fuch collufive underhand dealings ihould be put an end 
to. As to America, wWch the noble Lord had faid was difpofed to 
go to war with us, his Lordfhip faid, that he had reafon to be of a 
different opinion ; on the contrary, he was perfuaded, that if (he 
departed from her neutrality, it would be on the fide of the allies. 
He declared that he wifhed well to America, was defirous that the 
litmoft harmony ihould fubfiA between the two countrjes, and ear- 
ncftly wi(hed to obliterate and wipe away, by every aft of good- 
will and friendly intercourfe, that animofity which the unliappy 
conteft with tliis country had left upon the minds of that people. 
His Lordfhip here faid, that there was one thing which had fiHen 
from the noble Lord, refpedling America, whiph aftoniflied him be- 
yond meafure, and gave him the utmoft concern ; namely, that it 
had been the policy of the Britifti Government to excite the favages 
of America to hoftility againft the Americans. This was a charge 
of fo deteftable a nature, and fo unwarrantable an affertion, that he 
thought it his duty to declare it was a gcofs falfehood : fo far from 
ftimulating them to war with the Americans, the Britifh officers and 
the Governors of Upper and Lower Canada had interfered and negq- 
ciated, and done the utmoft they could to fettle their differences, and 
to bring about a lafting f eace between them. ' A noble Duke had 
obferved, that this country required renovation in its church and 
State. This was not well faid. Full of defcdts as it might appear 
.to be in the eyes of the noble Lord, a clear and decided fentiment 
prevailed among the people to fupport the Conftitution. This was 
not, at all events, the moment to adopt renovation. For was the 
country deficient in its finances, as fome noble J^ords had deicribed 
it, comparing them with the refources of France, the finances of 
this country were not fuch as to oblige Minifters to make a forced 
loan, as had been done in that wretched country, where every man 
was obliged to pay a fum, not only in proportion to his income^ but 
jalfo to the whole amount of what he was worth, if it exceeded 2 col. 
He muft give in a fchedule of his effedis under pain of death in cafe 
it was not exadl. In France there was neither money, credit, fo- 
reign commerce, nor domeftic traiEck ; no agriculture, becaufe there 
was neither money, nor hands to till the ground ; all the men were 
forced to the armies. So far from France having a free Conftitu-^ 
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tlon, there exiftcd in it the moft pofitive tyranny* Difcontent was 
univerfal, and the citizens were only kept in awe by an armed force 
placed over them. It was the fame in all the departments. This 
faft was fo generally afcertained, that the motion for a peace was 
very falfely worded, in calling them an united nation. Lord Grcn- 
ville then proceeded to examine what grounds or fecurity there was 
for propofing a peace, or what ill confequences mufl: not enfue» 
ihould the offer be rejefled. He was aftoniflied to fee two men, 
fuch as the noble Marquis and the noble Duke, who had both held 
fuch iituations in this country, come forward and propofe a n^oci- 
ation without advancing one argument, or ftating any one ground on 
which a peace could be brought about with fecurity. Nor had they 
ftated what their information was which gave them hopes of fuccefs. 
Would either of the noble perfonages d^rade themfelves fo much 
as to be the bearers of a propofition for peace i Or does there exift 
a man in France who has the power to treat with them ? " I have 
** never, (faid his Lordftiip) known the man who could give m^an 
** anfwer to this queftion. There is neither (lability nor confequence 
** in any one fet of men to treat for a peace. There exifts a power 
" for invafion, but no power for negociation." Barrere in his laft 
fpeech has faid, " Kings have a(ked us with whom are they to treat. 
" I anfwer them, let them treat with our armies on the frontiers.** 
But there are feveral armies, and what one may agree to, the other 
might difapprove. I do not fay, but that there may be fome great 
General in an army, with whom it mi^t be fafe to treat. ,But who 
are the Generals who head the French armies ? Are they men of 
any note, or who are perrnanent in their command? Are they not 
rather objefts of jcaloufy and misfortune; paffing from obfcurity to 
command, and from command to the guillotine ? They are fo nu- 
merous, that they pafs by like fhades. In the whole courfe of the 
revolution, there have been but two Generals who poflefTed any 
kind of power, and thefe are La Fayette and Dumourier. We all 
know what has been the fate of both. I therefore may fairly con- 
clude, that there is no fecurity in treating with the armies. If any 
power exifts in France, it is with the moft defperate men, whofe 
traffic is in murder and affaflination. Befides, there are two diftinft 
obftacles tO' prevent even a negociation, much lefs a fembllnce of 
concluding a fccure peace. By one decree of the National Conven- 
tion, every man is to be puniflied with death who propofes a peace; 
»nd by the other it is decreed, that the French Republic (hall make 
no peace while the enemy holds a foot of ground on its frontiers. 
Thefe are not Ught decrees, inconfiderately refolved on ; but tliey 
arc fundamental articles of their creed. What is the fituation 0/ 
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the allied powers, that they arc obliged to conform themfelves to 
diefe new-faogled regulations ? H is it not been the cuftom of every 
nation to acquire an indemnity after a fucccfsful war? Will any 
man fay, that we are to give up all our conquefts, to evacuate all 
the ftrong pofts now in our poffcffion^ as a preliminary to a negoci- 
ation and acknowledgement cf the French Republic, its indivifibi- 
lity, its equality, its liberty, and all its bombaftic appellations ; that 
we muft acknowledge the fovercignty of the peq)le, as well as their 
tyranny, the fource of every diforder. If you do fo, you arc ccyi- 
feffing the tyranny of your own Government, and the juftice of 
theirs* What an example does this hold out to every nation! Thefe 
are the conceflions which muft be made before ^ ncgociation can be 
entered on. The French provoked the war to eftablifh a Republic ; 
and they continue the war to preferve it ; nor do they think them- 
felves fafe, till, as ^arrerc fays, (according to what I have read in 
an Englifli newfpaper) the Englifh renounce their infernal Conftitu- 
tion. For my own part,. I ftiould feel it an honour to be confidered 
by France as an obftacle to the eftablifliment of their criminal Go- 
vernment. It is my firm opinion, that the only refult of fuccefs- 
on the part of the enemy would be, the confolidation of the Repub- 
lic of France, and the confequent dcftrudlion of every monarchical 
Government by France. I therefore (hall give this motion a more 
decided negative than ever I did any other fince I fat in Parliament. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE faid, that he would not, at 
♦ fo late an hour, claim in its full extent the ordinary indulgence of 
the Houfe to thofe who brought forward motions. His reply might 
be the (horter, becaufe nearly all the arguments ufcd againft his 
motion,, efpecially thofe of the noble Lord who fpoke laft, were fo 
fimilar to thofe offered during the American war, which had been 
finally refuted by events, that mutatis mutandhy it might almoft be 
imagined the fame perfons had delivered them. The fame fort of 
reprefentations were frequent then, the fame affertions of the weak- 
nefs of our antagonift, the fame doubts as to whom we could treat 
with, and the fame difficulties arifing from the declarations of the 
Americans, But Parliament, by two fhort lines, had folved all 
thefe doubts, and removed all thefe difficulties ; when they declared 
that they did not fee a neceffity for a farther ofFenfive war with 
America, they virtually aimulled all thefe harlh declarations of the 
Americans, and the two countries being inclined to make peace^ 
peace was accordingly very foon had. 

Minifters fpoke of the floilrifhing condition of this country, and 
of its refources for war ; but did they know the fentiments of the 
merchants and manufacturers ? He had a letter in his pocket from 
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Birmingham, ^hich mentioned, that 4.000 perfons had been added 
to the poor lifts there, during the war ; and even the rapidity with * 
which our armies had been raifed and fleets manned, fpoke the decay^^ 
of our trade ; for, whence came our foldiers but from our manu- 
factories, or our feamen but from merchant fhips ? The true 
mode of giving additional fecurity to the conftitution of the country^ 
was by preferving, or increafing the bleflings of the peo];de. Bur- 
dens, however dextroufly they might be packed, did not lofe their 
wdght ; and there was a point, be}'ond which the packhorfe could 
not be loaded. That the French had confented to apply all private ' 
property to public ufe, which the noble Lord had mentioned, was 
a difadvantage to this country : fince it proved how devoted they 
were to the conteft. Property in this country was happily fecurc, 
and he hoped it would always be fo much fo, that neither the noble 
Lord, nor any of his aflbciates, (hould be able to touch it. The 
rendering perfons of all perfualions contented with their treatment 
was another mode of defending the conftitution, and, (ince the 
Catholics had happily been emancipated, why were the poor Dif- 
fenters, in thefe times of rumoured danger, fuffbred to remain in 
difcontent ? Why not extend the trial by jury to Scotland ? 

Minifters inquired with whom we could treat in France ? That 
was a fuitable obje3 for their inquiry, whofe bufinefs it would be to 
treat, when negociation (hould be approved of, and there wa3 no 
doubt that the proper perfons mijght be eafily found. His Lordfliip 
paid many compliments to the noble Duke who had feconded the 
motion ; and faid, that having come down to the Houfe to vote 
againft the American war, fupported only by four perfons who had 
finally fucceeded in obtaining peace, he did not doubt to fee the fmall 
band, which was now united, and now fcouted as much as the 
former had been, pcrfevering, without a fingle defertion, till they 
had finally accompliftied their happy objeA. 

Tuejdayy \%th February. 

No public bufinefs. 

fVednefdayf 1 9/A February. 

The Duke of NORFOLK, on the motion for the Mutiny bill 
being referred to a Committee, begged to make a few obfervations, 
prq»ratory to a meafure which he fliould offer to the confideratioji 
of the Houfe in this ftage of the bufinefs. A number of Heffian 
troops had been landed in the Ifle of Wight, and were now there, 
Mthout being fubjoft to the military, laws of this country. They 
»ere landed without theconfent of Parliament,* and remained there 
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unfari<?lioned by any afl of the Legiflature. They were, as he un- 
derftood, withiut difcipline, and not amenable to martial law.-— * 
This he confidercd as highly improper ; and therefore it was his * 
wifti to introduce into the Mutiny bill, a claufe, founc^ed on the 
neccffity of our prefent (ituation, to legalize their being in thefe 
realms, and to make them, as was done in the cafe of thbv Scotch 
Fencibles, amenable to the military laws of Great Britain, fo dong- 
as they continued there. He therefore moved, " That inftru£lion 
be given to the Committee on this bill, to introduce a claufe for 
regulating foreign troops in this kingdom, and fubjefting them to 
military law." 

Earl SPENCER affured their Lordfhips, that no man was more 
firmly attached to the Conftitution than he was, and that he ihould 
be the firft to oppofe any aft of Parliament which Ihould legalife the 
introdudlion of foreign troops to guard this country, while the Bri- 
tifh forces were fighting the battles of Germany. This, however, 
was not the cafe at prefent. He had read His Majefty'a fpeech, 
and found in it fufficient juftification of the meafure adopted. He 
had no fears fi-om the Heflian troops. In the prefent inftance, 
he thought, that the Mutiny Bill was a very improper manner of 
introducing the amendment which the noble Duke propofed, and 
that die propofition (hould be made, as all propofitions of a new 
and extraordinary nature hitherto have been made, firft by a notic* 
to the Houfe, and then by a motion? in whatever manner the noble 
mover thought beft adopted to his purpofe. For his own part, he 
conceived, • that to make die Mutiny bill a conveyance to legalize 
the introdu(Slion of foreign trof)ps into this kingdom, and to war- 
rant their continuance there, was not conftitutional ; and on that 
ground alone, he fhould wi(h the noble Duke not to prefs the mo^ 
tion. 

The Duke of NORFOLK replied, that if Minifters would give 
him any affurance that they meant, in any (hape, to fanftion the 
landing of thefe troops, by a motion in Parliament, he fliould not 
perfevere ; but if it was intended to let the matter reft as it did at 
prefent, he (hould certainly proceed, and take the fenfe of the 
Houfe on his motion. 

Lord GREN VI LLE thought it would be better to fufFer the 
bill to go into a Committee, and their Lordfhips might ufc their 
difcretion as to any claufes that might be prqwfed. He had another 
reafon for wifhing this mode to be adopted, which arofe from die 
confideration of a fubjedt which ftood for difcuftion on" Friday next, 
namely, the queftion of lenity in landing the Heflian troops. Pof- 
fibly, the- event of that debate might fecilitate the difcufiion of th« 
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noble Duke's motion ; and perhaps it might appear mofc eligible to 
bring in a bill for that purpofe. 

Lord THURLOW confefled himfelf to be unable to give his 
opinion on this very important queftion at prcfcnt, as there was 
not before their Lord(hips an iota of information on which to form 
an accurate judgement. He was fure the noble Duke had no^ in- 
tention to take the Houfe by furprife, and thought a meafurc of fuch 
importance as the noble Duke confidered this to be, ought not to j 

be brought into a Committee on the Mutiny bill ; nor could he 
imagine the juftice of introducing it by a previous motion in the 
Houfe, which motion was to bind the Committee to adopt it, there- 
by making them but a mere cypher. If the meafure intended by 
the noble Duke was a juft one, the only true, proper, and confti- 
tutional method that offered, was to move for a bill, and to give 
previous notice of what were the principal heads of that bill. 3y 
thefe means the legality of landing the troops would come into open 
and fair difcuffion : whereas by the prefcnt mode, a new matter of 
infinite importance, which in a great meafure altered the law of the 
land, was to take its origin by way of amendment to an old law, 
though it was a law annually paflcd. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE denied the legality of landing 
the Heffian troops, and could not therefore countenance any mea- 
fure that had a tendency to legalize either difembarkation or conti- 
nuance. He attacked the Minil^crs for bringing into this realm 
foreign troops, contrary to the fpirit and letter of the conftitution. 
He inveighid againft that fyftem of Government which refifted all 
inquiry into the real caufe of the landing of thefe troops, and won- 
dered much at their refufing to fay for what purpofe the Hcflians 
were intended, to what expedition their afliftance was requifite, how 
long they were Xo continue, what their numbers were, and whe- 
ther thofe numbers were to be increafcd r Foreign troops in this 
country, unfanftioned by Parliament, were dangerous innovators. 
They were ever held to be fo, and at this moment particularly to 
be dreaded. His voice, he faid, was for the liberties of the people, 
and the fecurity of the rights of mankind ; and he could not fee 
thofe rights invaded, without doing his duty, in oppofing tliat which 
he deemed to be dangerous. He thought it rather ftrangc, and 
indeed fufpicioufly to be apprehended, that His Majefty*s Minifters 
ftiould prefer having foreign troops to protedt this realm to the na- 
tive citizens of the country, and he could not but blame that a\ea- 
fure which fent Ehgliftiqiien to fhcd their blood in defence of Ger- 
many, whilft foreigners were imported to guard the realm of Great 
Britain. He therefore thought that fomething fliould be done ^ 
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which might bring thefe foreigners under the fubjcdiion of the mili- 
tary laws of this country ; at prefent they were not amenable to 
them. He wiflied to know what was the purport of their taking 
up their refidence at the Ifle of Wight, for Parliament was wholly 
uninformed on the fubjefl. There w^as not a fingle document on 
their Lordfhips' table to prove to what end their landing pointed, or 
what benefit this country was td reap from their arrival. 

Lord GRENVILLE referred the noble Earl to His Majehy's 
fpeech, as a document which proved that the matter was before the 
Houfe, and reminded him of the motion made for the agitation of 
this queftion next Friday, when probably he might more fully learn 
from the tenor of what would be faid On that day, how far the land- 
ing of thefe troops was legal. What caufed their difembarkation 
on the Ifle of Wight, had been fully explained by a noble Baron 
(Rawdon) a few days ago. As to the motion intended by the noble 
Duke, he conceived it to be highly improper — it was a fort of chal- 
lenge to. the anticipation of the debate on Friday next, and fcemed 
as a kind of lure to draw out before the time what were the grounds 
on which thofe who fupported the meafure meant to found their ar- 
guments. It w^as taking the Houfe by furprize. As to his own 
opmion, on the fubjeA of landing thefe troops, it was clear ; and 
he had not a doubt but every fair and candid man, who valued the 
liberties and conftitution of his country, would fee it, when the 
fubjeft came properly before the Houfe, in the fame point of view. 

The Duke of NORFOLK again requefted to know, if Mini- 
fters meant to bring forward any bill or motion to legalife the 
landing of thefe troops. 

Earl STANHOPE faid, he beheld with* furprife and aftonifli- 
ment the recent extcnfion of the royal prerogative, and with alarm 
and indignation the blafphemous dodrines lately fupported in ano- 
ther place! He was clearly of opinion, that notice fliould always 
be previoufly given before any matter of importance was agitated, 
that the Lords might be duly fummoned, as was the ufage of Par- 
liament ; but in refpeft to the prefent bufinefs, he had 'this to fay, 
that he thought His Majefty*s Minifters afted moft unconftitution- 
ally. He had heard it averred by a Minifter, that the landing fo- 
reign troops in this country, without the confent of Parliament, was 
conjiitutional^ and he had heard it treafonably aflerted, that this was 
the prerogative of the Crown. He called it treaJonahUy and he 
would define what Judge Blackftone faid of trcafon.— It was a fe- 
lony, in which the perfon who killed the traitor was juftifiable— 
juftifiable homicide, faid the noble Earl — but if the traitor killed 
the citizen who in fuch cafe attempted his life, it was murder,- 
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For his own part, he faid, he iirould defend the liberdes of the 
people againft all traitors to the Conditution, at the hazard of his 
life and fortune — and he oared not who they were. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, he did not know to whom the noble 
.Earl alluded, when he fpoke of treafonable praAices. He agreed 
with him that traitors ought not to furvive their treafon to the Con- 
ftitution. . He was convinced that there were in this country certain 
difafFeSed fubjeds, who would readily pull down that venerable 
fabric, which was the envy a?id admiration of the world ; but he 
faw no neceflity for enabling new laws for its proteflion, thofe al- 
ready in force teing fufEcient to punifli their impotent attempts to 
violate it. As to the legality of landing the Hcffians, he fliould 
foon have an opportunity of juftifying that meafure on conditiitional 
grounds. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE called on the noble Secrctaiy of 
State to come forward boldly, and point out the difaffeded perfon$ 
alluded to. He pointed out the danger of fuch myfterious allufions, 
and thought it incumbent on the noble Secretary of State to give that 
Houfe all the information which his crfficial fituation enabled him to 
do ; for although they were not all confidential fervant^ of the 
Crown, they were all equally the guardians of the Conftitution. 

Lord GRENVILLE replied, that the number was infignificant, 
and the caufe weak ; and that as the prefent laws of the land were 
fufficiently adequate to punifti the offenders, it was totally unrequi- 
lite to form any new adl on tliat fubjeft. Some of the inferior 
delinquents had already been brought to punilhn^ent by their 
country. 

The Duke of NORFOLK withdrew his amendment, as he 
underAood the matter was to be argued on Friday, which he did 
not underftand was to be fo, until it fell from a noble Earl (Stan* 

hope). 

> 

Thurjday^ 20th February. 

No public bufinefs. 

Friday y 2iji February. 

The Earl of ALBEMARLE faid, it would appear very Angular, 
that fo young a Member of the Houfe as he was, (hould undertake 
a tafk of fuch magnitude, as that of examining and cenfuring the 
condu(£l of Minifters ; but the right, nay, more, the duty of every 
Member of that Houfe to watch with a jealous eye every aft that 
tended to extend the prerogative of the Crown beyond its legal li- 
mits, and every encroachment on the liberty of the fubjeft, was 
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what he Was fure the Houfe would agree with him in admitting ; a 
violation of the laws of the countiy was a point which particularly 
called for their interpofition, and in this light he confideied the a£l 
of landing a body of Heffian troops, without the confent of Parlia- 
ment ; but though he did not think it at all neceffary to affert that 
this had been done, as it muft be well known to every noble Lord 
prefcnt, one thing] he thought it right to premife— that what he ' 
meant to fay on this occafion, would not interfere with the expedi- 
ency or the neceflity of the meafure, but to combat the legality of 
it. In order to prove that it vi^as ftridMy illegal, his Lordftiip read 
that part of the Bill of Rights which related to the fubjedt before 
the Houfe ; the^ill of Rights he confidered as a declaratory law, 
and, in this particular, it exprefsly dates, that the King cannot 
keep up a ftanding army, in time of peace, without the confent of 
Parliament. His Lordfliip faid, he was aware that he (hould be 
told that what he had juft read was inapplicable, inafmuch as the 
words of the bill were, in time of peace, whereas the meafure was 
adopted in time of war ; but he would the more contend, that what 
was deemed by the fpirit of the Coiiftitution to be illegal in time 
of peace, ought to be deemed ftill more illegal in time of war ; and 
that Minifters fhould be more cautious to infringe the laws at that 
time, than at any other. The next proof upon which his Lord- 
ftiip meant to eftablifti the illegality of the meafure was, the A6\ of 
Settlement. The Ad of Settlement ftates, that it ihall be illegal 
for any perfon, not born in England, Ireland, or Scotland, or their 
dependencies, except fuch as had been naturalifed, or were bom of 
Englifli parents, to hold any truft, civil or military. This, there- 
fore, is diredly againft the meafure that has been adopted, for the 
troops landed in Great Britain were commanded by foreign officers, 
which \*^s a military truft ; and which trufl the Aft of Settlement 
made it illegal to exercife ; the landing and keeping the private fol- 
diers was alfo made an illegal aft by the Mutiny Bill. Thefe, his 
Lordfhip faid, were ftrong points, and fuch as he conceived would 
efrablifh the illegality of the meafure ; and he had therefore pre- 
pared a bill of indemnity for thofe perfons who had advifed Hi« 
Majefty to it ; -but before he moved for its being read, he (hould 
examine the precedents of this cafe, as he was perfeftly aware it was 
the ufual prafticc in fupporting a bill. Thefe precedents were to 
be -found upon the Journals of the Houfe. 

His Lordfhip then ran over the precedents of 1^45, I756> 
1775, 1782, and 1784, upon each of which he made fome re- 
marks. In 1745, when the country wa§ threatened with an inva- 
fion, and a number of foreign troops were landed, the King had 
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fent a meflage to Parliament, exprefllve of the circamfiance ; but 
fuch was the jealoufy which their Lordlhips' anceftoit manifefted on 
that occafion, that in the year 1 7 46' they entered into a formal pro- 
teft againft die meafare. [Here the noble Lord read the proteft, 
which was couched in ftrong and nervous lar^age, exprefllve of 
their jealoufy of the meafure.] In 1756, His Majefty again 
made a requifition of foreign forces, and at that period His Ma* 
jfcfty's Miniftcrs thou^t fit to give notice to Parliament.^ In 
1775, a .motion was brought forward for the purpofe of em- 
powering His Majefty to fend foreign troops to Gibraltar and Port 
Mahon ; the motion was loft by an evafion, as it was faid by the 
Minifters of that day that Gibraltar was out of the kingdom ; but 
fuch was the opinion of feveral noble Lords, fome of whom he 
expefted would fupport his motion, that they entered againft this 
meafure alfo a ftrong and manly proteft. His Lordftiip next 
adverted to a bill of indemnity intro^uc^d at that day ; it pafled the 
Cdhimons, but had been rcjeded in the Lojcds, becaufe the pre- 
amble ran thus, in the ufual form, '^ whereas d^hts having anfen*' 
-^But their Lordihips, ftruck with the word doubtsy objected to 
the bill in toto. For to admit that, was, in fome meafure, to ad- 
mit the juftification of Minifters at a future period, if they had the 
temerity to advife His Majefty to fuch a meafure, without the pre- 
vious confent of Parliament. Such of the noble Lords who approved 
of this meafure in 1775, would not, he hoped, defert him now, 
and, by violating the Conftitution, add to their condu6t the charge 
of unjuftifiable inconiiftency. Much had been faid of the impro- 
priety of agitating the queftion at the prefent period, but, in his 
mind, the more dangerous the period, the more ftrid (hould their 
Locdftiips be in preventing any improper ftretch of the prerogative of 
the Crown. The next precedent to which he would call dieir 
Lordfbips* attention was tliat of 17S2, which he explained. The 
precedent of 1784 was, when' the Heflian troops brought home 
from America were landed in the Ifle of Wight, in confequence of 
the river Wcfer being fro7.en, which rendered it impoffible to fend 
them to -their own country till a thaw took place. The Earl ftaited 
what had been the proceeding in that cafe, and (hewed that His 
Majcfty's Minifters brought down a meflage to the Houfe, inform- 
ing Parliament of the circumftance and of its caufe. There was 
one precedent which he had forgot to ftate in its place, and that 
was, a refolution of the Houfe of Commons in the year 1641, in 
thcfc words — " Refolved, that any perfon who (hall recommend to 
Hb Majefty to employ foreign troops within this realm, (hall bt 
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deemed an enemy to the Conftitution and the country, and puniftied 
as fuch." Upoh this his Lordfliip meant to ground the juftice of 
the bai, and feid, he was feelingly fenfibk that it was in very weak 
hands ; but he doubted not but that fome noble Lords would in die 
courfe of the debate give fuch clear and unanfwcrable arguments in 
' fupport of the bill, that would more .than compenfate for his inabi- 
lity ; no one, however, was more convinced of the neceffity of the 
bill, and he had a right to expeft the fupport of thofe who in 1775 
thought the meafure illegal by their proteft, unlefs they were of 
opinion that what was unconftitutional then was conftitutional 1 9 
years after. He begged their Lordftiips to confider, that if they 
threw out the bill they would eftablifli a precedent extremely dan- 
gerous — ^it would authorife the King to employ at any time an unlir 
mited number of foreign troops in Englifh pay, without the confent 
of Parliament'; and fuppofing that (which for die happinefs of the 
country was quite the contrary) a vicious Prince were to come to 
the throne, he would have it in his power to introduce into the 
kingdbm as many troops as he pleafed, and then overturn our glo- 
rious Conftitution ; and he would alk, what would then become of 
the boafted liberty of Engliflimen ? This was a confideration which, 
he trufted, would have due weight with their Lordftiips- 

His Lordfliip, after concluding his fpeech, brought iii a bill of 
indemnity, agreeable to what he ftated in the preceding part of his 
fpeech. The preamble being read by the clerk at the table, and 
' Lord Kenyon from the woolfack. 

Earl SPENCER faid, as there was no queftion before the Houfe, 
the bill being read a firft time, he did not fee how their Lordftiips 
could proceed farther in the debate. 

Earl of KINNOUL (Lord Hay) made a fimUar obfervation. ^ 

On the fuggcftion of Lord Lauderdale, the Earl of Albemarle 
. moved, that the bill be read a fecond time on Monday next. 

Earl SPENCER wiftied to underftand how the queftion flood, 
as he did not corredily conceive what the queftion was. 

Earl of KINNOUL (Lord Hay) made a fimilar obfervation. 

Earl STANHOPE explained, that the bill having been read a 
firft time, die queftion before the Houfe was, that it be read a 
fecond time on Monday ^lext. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE rofe to fpeak to order. T^ie 
queftion, his Lofdftiip faid, was, through accident, irregularly put. 
It (hould have been, '' That this bill be read a fecond time ;" and 
the time when it ftiould be read a fecond time, put, after that 
^queftion was difpofed of, as a diftinft and feparatc ^uefUpnv This 
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concdtion was admitted on all hands, and the motion Aood, '' That 
this bill be read a fecond time." 

Earl SPENCER congratulated the Houfc and the noble Earl, 
for having begun his political career with fentiments that refieded 
the higheft honour on him, thoie of watching with patriotic jealoufy 
the fpirit of the ConiUtutioh, and guarding the liberties of the 
EngliCb '|)eople. He alfo ^ve the noble Earl credit for having 
ftated the precedents very corredily, and if the prefent inftancq was 
a violation of the laws, or deviation from thofe precedents which 
the noble Earl had quoted, he would very readily fecond his motion ; 
but he conceived the circumftances of the prefent cafe could not be 
looked upon in that light : he therefore defended the meafure, be* 
caufe it was neither againft the letter of the law, nor contrary to 
the fpirit of the Conftitution, to demand it. His Lordfliip went 
over the fame grounds which the noble Earl had done before^ 
The Bill of Rights was not violated in this cafe, becaufe though he 
allowed it to be a declaratory law, and that he thought it might 
apply in times of war as well as peace, yet it particularly forbid 
the keeping a ftanding army, without the confent of Parliament.—^ 
The A& of Settlement did not afFedt it, becaufe the troops now in 
England were no more than an armed people ftationed at different 
places. The officers did not command in their prefcn^ (hite, and 
therefore they held no truft. His LordHiip thought that of all the 
precedents mentioned by the noble Earl, two were ooly applicable, 
and thofe. were in 1782 and 1784; in the laftof thefe (1784.) a 
meifage was fent to acquaint the Houfe, that a body of foreign 
troc^ were ordered to be landed on fome part of Great Britain ; 
the troops were taken into Britifh pay, they were come from Ame- ' 
rica, and werfe going ^to the place of their final deilination, but 
could not reach it on account of the froft, but would re-embark 
the moment the feafon wpuld permit. The prefent cafe was juft 
fimilar, the HefTian troops talien into Britifh pay had come to the 
place of rendezvous, off the Ifle of Wight ; their deftination was 
not known ; . and if it had, Miniflers would have been very wrong 
to have publifhed it ; &x\l a meifage had been fent to the Houfe, 
declaring their arrival, and the reafon of their landing, viz. pr&« 
vendng ficknefs among them ; in what inftance thch had the law 
been violated. With regard to the refolution of the Houfe of 
Commons in 164 1, he did not conceive it could apply to the pre^ 
fent cafe ; it was not an a<ft therefore, nor a law ; but he thought 
it the lefs worthy of notice, as it took place before the Revolution, 
from which time only the Conftiturion had taken that glorious form 
which it bad retained ever lince. The noble Earl had faid, he 
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expeftcd the fupport of thofe who proteftcd againft the employing 
foreign troops in 1775; as he was not in the Houfc, he* could not 
tell tfie particular reafons for the proteft ; but fiom the information 
he had acquired on the fubjcft, he; was led to think he would have 
voted for the addrefs on that occafion. But if noble Lords were 
not to deliver their opinions freely^ for fear of betraying thenifelves 
into inconfiftencies, there would be an end to free difcuflion ; the 
day on which the King's mcfTage was fent in 1784, on the fubje<3: 
of foreign troops, prefented a very ftriking inftance of inconfiftency, 
which operates diredlly againft the noble Earl's reafoning. A body 
of Heflian troops were difembarked in time of peace on the emer- 
gency of the Wefer being frozen. The King's meffage was fent 
down to the Houfe of Commons on a memorable day, on the 1 2th 
of January, 17^4. On that very day the Houfe of Commons 
came to a vote, " That His Majefty's Minifters had not the confi- 
dence of that Houfe ;" and yet, though thus apparently able to pafs 
any rcfolution they might think fit, the meafure of the introdu<3ion 
of foreign troops was paffed over in filence. The fpirit of the prg- 
fcnt motion clearly was, that the King ihould not keep an army in 
this CQuntr}% without the confent of Parliament previouily obtained. 
This would be true, if it were either ftated or believed that he kept 
this army for the purpofe of ufing it. If 'any man were to afiert 
that His Majcfty could ufe thofe foreign troops> or any troops in 
^ ^ftual fcrvice, without the previous fan^ion of Parliament, he would 
be the firft to impeach that man. It was the right and bounden 
duty of that Houfe to watch the condudl of Minifters in this refpeft, 
and it was certainly true, that their vigilance was moft demanded 
in dangerous times, when innovations might be moft fucceSfsfuUy 
attempted. But he faw now no violation of law or the Conftitution 
in the prefent aft : when troops were thus landed, to juftify the aft, 
it was effential they fhould have a foreign deftination, it vrzs eflen- 
tial that their refidence fhould be temporary, and abovrf all, a 
prompt communication to Parliament was effential, to juftify the 
introduftion of foreign troops : — all thefe effential points were found 
.in the conduft of the prefent meafure. Now, unlefs their Lord- 
ihips could believe that all this was meant as a blind, they could 
not, in his mind, think that any aft on their parts was necef- 
fary. He would not hefitate to declare, that it was beyond die 
reach of the prerogative to introduce foreign troops to quell do- 
mcftic diforder, to take any fhare in our garrifon duty, or to make 
ja permanent refidence in the kingdom, without the fanftion of Par- 
liament ; but their introduftion on an emergenc}', and under the 
modifications which he had ftated, was clearly not againft law. 
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and wanted no indemnity. The Houfe had never thought, fit to 
come to a decifion on the point, and he confeffed he thought it 
an advantageous thing in our Conftitution, that our very deareft 
rights and privileges depended on very nice and minute diftin£tions» 
which, by being frequently brought into difcufiion, engaged and 
interefted our warmeft affedions, and fixed them deeply on our 
hearts. 

Lord AUCKLAND declared, that he would meet the difcuffion 
of all conftitutional topics in that Houfe^ with the greateft refpeift, 
and in doing fo, he could not fay more than that he entirely approved 
of what had fallen from the laft noble fpcaker. He contended, that 
fo far from the Conftitution being in any refpedt violated or altered, 
that the people of this country felt its beneficial efFeds in the higheft 
degree. He had heard of no law which proved the illegality of 
landing fordgn troops ; but if he was difpofed to enter at large on 
that quefiion, he would take up that di£fum, and would argue, from 
the fpirit of the, Conftitution, Aat the condudt on the part of Mini- 
fters, which gave rife to the debate, was juft and proper. Here 
his Lordftiip entered into an argument, that as the Con^itution was 
fUent on the point of emergence which required the landing of fo- 
reign troops, it was fair to argiie, as it fpoke fully on other points^ 
that on this, it left the matter to the wifdom of the Executive 
Power. It had been faid, that fuch an unbounded prerogative of 
the Crown might be employed by a vicious Prince, to over-run the 
cjountry with foreign troops. Fancy was often employed to give 
imaginary danger to the exercife of the royal prerogative : but could 
any individual lay his hand on his heart, and fay, that there had 
any improper or dangerous ufe been made of that prerogative t In 
times of danger, like the prefent, it was wife to have confidence, 
rather than fufpicion, of the difcretionary power of the Crown, ex- 
crcifed through the Minlfters. After a declaration of war, he con- 
tended, that it was dangerous to difclofe to the enemy the number, 
or thfe force of our troops, whether foreign or domeftic. Who was 
there, he aiked, who would venture to fay, that in the prefent in- 
ftance, Minifters had any dark defign ? and if they had not, who 
was there that would not acknowledge the impropriery of difcuffing 
the prefent queftion, which (hould be left as it was found. On 
thefe grounds he would conclude with moving the previous queftion. 

Lord ROMNEY faid, that perhaps he fhould have given a filent 
vote upon the queftion, but for an expreffion which fell from the 
n6ble LorcJ who fpoke laft. It was his lot nineteen years ago (in 
the year 1775) to make a propofition in another place againft the 
wtrodu:tion of foreign troops. He did not think the prefent a fit 
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cafe to calf for an aft of Indemnity; but thou^ he (hould vote 
againft the bill, he muft declare his utter diffent finom the noble 
Ix>rd who fpoke laft, " that the introdudlion of foreign troops was 
not illegal." The dodVine was contrary to every idea he had of the 
Conflitution ; he had ever maintained it as a certain pofition, that 
the introdudion of foreign troops into this country, or the keeping 
any troops in it without the confentof Parliament, was illegal^ and 
in which opinion he had not the (hadow of a doubt but he fhould 
always continue. In the prefent inftance he did not even like to 
vote againft a Bill of Indemnity, and wiflicd that the quefticMi aught 
be got rid of by the order of the day. 

Earl SPENCER faid, the noble Lord might move to adjourn, 
which would put the queftion afide for the day, and it mi^t or 
might not be taken up again. 

Lord GREN VILLE thought, that, from what had already been 
fciid, there was little ncceflity for him to take up the time of the 
Houfe; yet he could not reconcile himfelf to give a filent vote upon 
the occafion. That the prerogative of the Crown did not extend 
to the right of keeping a foreign force in this country, during the 
time of peace, he was ready to aditiit ; but that did not imply a cafe 
of neceffity might not arife, in which His Majefty's Minifters might 
feel it abfolutely requifite to admit them ; and this he conceived 
might be done without the fmalleft breach of our valuable Conflitu- 
tion. Now what was the precife cafe now before the Houfe. If 
nothing new, nothing irregukr had been done, no Bill of Indemnity 
could be lequired. The precife queftion was, whether the a£t of 
landing a fmall body of HcflTian troops deftincd on a foreign fervice, 
which was retarded by accident, whofe health required that they 
(hould be fo landed, and of which landing, notice had been given 
to Parliament as early as poflible, was illegal? This was the accu- 
rate ftate of the queftion. Now as all the prerogatives of the King 
were to be executed under the refponfibility of his Minifters, it was 
the province and duty of that Houfe, to examine the exercife of each 
prerogative, to cenfure, and to punifti when exercifed without found 
difcretion^ but they would not, he conceived, be ready to queftion 
and arraign prerogative itfelf. They would not prefume abufe, they 
would not lay it down as a maxim, that where there was prerogative 
there muft be abufe of it. All prerogative was inconfiftent with li- 
berty, for difcretionary power lodged in any hands for any purpofe, 
muft be incompatible with the general right of a community living 
, under equal laws. What then was the conduft of Parliament with 
rcfpedt to the prerogatives of the Crown? not to prefume that they 
were- to be abufed ! For the veiy prerogative of mercy itfelf in that 
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ctfe v9(M\d be liable to fufpicion* It might be converted into the * 
means of perfecution; a man corruptly fet on to violate the laws, ^ 
againft the life or property of a perfon obnoxious to Government, 
mi^tbe grofsly and onjuftly pardoned ; in fuch a cafe, an impeach- 
ment of Minifters would be the confequence. Parliament would pu- 
rafli the abufe oHhe moft (hining prerogative^ that of mercy ; but they 
would previouily fuppofe the abufe of it. To keep an army in En- 
gland without oonfent, was contrary to law ; but to introduce a bodf 
of troops merely on an emergencyi and to communicate the fame to 
Patliament, was confiftent with prafUcCi and regarded as a found 
cxeicife of die royal difcreticMi. The Crown indeed could not *keep 
up a (landing army in this country, as the ftanding Counfel of die 
mAcfR, the Parliament, held a full fecurity againft it, namely, the 
army could not be quartered, difciplined, nor p^id without their au- 
thority : what then was to be apprehended from the admiflfion of a 
kw ferei^ troops, in a cafe of neceflfity, avowedly engaged for fo- 
reign fervice, and who could notpoffibly a£t here ? The danger cer- 
tainly could be none ; and dierefore it appeared the more ftrange that 
an indemnification (hould be thought neceilary for thofe whom no 
man could fairly charge with having done wrong. Certainly Mini- 
fters held a refponfibility for the advice they gave the Crown ; and 
he thought that it was Inconfiftent with the pure principles of the 
Conftitution to fufpe£t them of having done wrong, unlefs a i^ific 
charge could be brought forward ; and while that was not the cafe» 
and their actions were approved by His Majefty, confidence was 
their due. He certainly difiered with the noble Lord who brought 
diis motion forward, as to the conclufion he had drawn from tiic 
precedents which he had referred to, they appearing to him to bear 
the dired reverfe. In the introdudion of this bill, the arguments 
&d not feem fo much to apply to the cafe which was faid to give 
rife to it, as to the inveftigation of an abftraft queffion ; and here 
he agreed moft cordially with the noble .Lord (Auckland) that, as 
die kingdom had fo long flouriftied in the manner it ftood at pre-: 
fent, we had better leave it for our fucceflfors in the fame manner 
we had received it from our ^nceftors, arid hope they might enjoy 
thebleflings of our Conftitution as we had done; indeed he did not 
approve the inveftigation of any abftrad queftion, as little benefit 
could be derived from fuch difcuftiqn. He had before faid, that 
whatever rijght the Crown might have to order the landing of foreign 
troops^ under certain ctrcumftanccs, in' this country, the power of 
dieir being employed in it refted entirely with Parliament^ therefore 
it muft be evident thefe particular troops muft be intended for fo- 
«ign fervice ; but it would be abfurd in him to pretend or attempt 
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to impofe upon their Lordfhips, that if a ferious a;ttack was really . 
jnade upon this country. His Majefty would not be advifed to em^ 
fiay them to repel that attack ; but then he knew, and was ready to . 
confefs, that could not be carried into efFedb without another appli^ 
cation to, and the fanclion of, Parliament; and here was the great 
fecurity the people held againft any unwarrantable ftretch of the pre- 
jrogative; for, if the Crown could bring them, it was front the Par- 
liament, and the Parliament alone, they could expeA to procure 
fubiiftence and be authorifed to ad. After referring t» the different 
treaties which had been mentioned, he concluded by trufting the 
Houfe would conlider the implication inferred wa^ unfounded, and 
coi^equently the. bill was unnece0ary. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, before he expatiated on the 
flrange dpflrines which he had heard, he could not forbear compli- 
menting his noble friend and their Lordftiips on thofe patriotic prin- 
ciples, and that eloquence which he had manifefled in his opening 
fpeech, principles congenial to thofe of his noble relation (Lord 
Keppel.) He congratulated the Houfe on the hopes and expefta- 
tions which it muft have from the talents of the noble Lord, who. 
bad caft a new light on a fubje£t that he conceived had been exhaufted 
in another place. His Lordfhip, adverting to the queilion in de- 
bate, faid, he could not agree with the noble Lord (Spencer,) that 
this was an improper time to bring forward the queftion. It had 
been faid that their. LordAiips had received fufficient information 
from His Majefty*s meffage; but this he denied,' as the meffage 
was undefined. He conlidered the prefent hour as proper and fea- 
fonable for the difcuflion of the matter before the Houfe, as it was 
full time that their Lordfhips ftiould be fatisfied on a point fo effen- 
tial to the Conftitution. The meffage, he confeffed, which brought 
intelligence of a body of Heffian troops being landed in this ifland, 
ftruck him with curiofity and alarm. On this fubjeft he fought 
from the noble Secretary that information which he had a right to. 
exped, but could not obtain any/ fatisfa£lory explanation. He 
wiflied to afcertain with accuracy the member and the deftination of 
thofe troops ? whether they were intended for internal or external 
fervice? But inquiry failed, and no information could be gained« 
A body of foreign troops, contrary to the laws of the kingdom, had 
landed without confent of Parliament: this unconftitutional, and, 
he would add, unprecedented a£t, had agitated the public mind, and 
fent ferious opinionsi abroad. The queftion was now before their 
JL/Ordfliips, and was of the higheft concern to the country; for his 
part,, he did not fee why it fhould not become an abftradl queftion, 
as other quejlions had (as in the cafe; of tlie r/gency) in order ths(!t 
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tbe Public mind might be informed and fadsfied. It was full time 
that it (hould, when a do6lrine fo dangerous to the Conftitutioh as 
this do£hrine of prerogative^ was held out in one Houfe, and ooun7 
tenanced in another. In fuch a criils filence was criminal. Tho 
noble Secretary of State has faid, that no difcuflion on prerogative, 
at this period, ihould be brought forward. In this point we are 
again at variance. He had a right to examine and watch over die 
Conftitution of the country ; and however ineffefiual thofc endea- 
vours might prove, impartial pofterity would do them juftice. The 
noble Secretary had trod with more than ufual caution on thefubjed 
he had taken up. He founded his way before he explored the depths, 
and feemed, from confcioufnefs of the badnefs of the caufc, to ddpair 
of what he aimed at, and wifhed to obtain. The dodrines promul- 
gated that day certainly demanded the meafurc propofedby the noble 
Mover. He wiflied that the health of the venerable Earl Camden 
would have permitted him to come down that day. 

Lord Vifcount SYDNEY called to order. It was irregular to 
mention any noble Peer by his name. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE. ITieir Lordfliips would all re- 
collect that on the very fimilar queftion to this, the venerable Peer 
Earl Camden had faid-» ' 

Lord Vifcount J^YDNEY faid that it was one of the fhmding 
orders of the Houfe not to mention any individual Peer by name. 

The Earl of DERBY faid, that to fatisfy the noble Vifcount 
the (binding order might be read, and then the noble Vifcountwould 
find that the order was not to mention any noble Peer in his prefence. 
The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that it was not wonderful 
that the bare found of the name (hould be unpleafant to the noble 
Vifcount ; and merely in regard to the noble Vifcount*s feelings hie 
would fpare him the repetition. But that venerable Earl had faid 
that they wanted no lawyers from Weftminfter Hall to teach them 
the Conftitution on this point ; it was engraven on every particular 
heart. He then adverted to the purport of the motion, and faid, 
that on a liberal interpretation of the Bill of Rights, there was no 
difference between the landing of foreign troops, either in peace or 
war. This principle was recognized by our Conftitujtion, and was 
the fpirit of the bill which was attempted to be perverted. The 
wife plan of our anceltors had infufed into the Bill of Rights a gene- 
ral principle, which provided better for pofterity on unforefeen oc- 
cafions than if it had been limited and tied up for partial and parti- 
cular purpofes. His Lordfhip here quoted precedents in order to 
cnfiDTcc his ftatenients, and faid that the very principle of the Mu- 
tiny bill applied equally to war and peace. The Adt of Settlement, 
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by which the Bill of Rights was explained and confirmed, explicitly 
declares, that no foreigneris capable of any civil pr military truft* 
The zQ: of Geoige I. leaves not a (badow of doubt on this pointy 
wh6n it cxprefsly fays, that no foreigner, naturalized, can be em- 
ployed in a military capacity. It is but reafonable then, that the 
country (hould be alarmed, when troops in crowds were brought 
into the kingdom. His Lord(hip then took a view of the precedents 
quoted, and contended, that every precedent down to 1 7 8 2, would 
bear him out in his argument, and irrefragably prove, that this 
jMPerogative of introducing foreign troops into the realm was not a 
prerogative of the Crown. He (hewed by the letter of each mef- 
fage, that ever until the prefent inilance, the communication had 
been m fuf&cient time to enable Parliament to take meafures againft 
the landing, if they thought it unfafe, or improper: here the thing 
was done without giving them time for fuch meafurc. But it was 
faid the Crown could introduce troops without their confentj^provid* 
ed they were not exercifed and difcipUned. Was it then to be grave- 
ly argued that the Crown pofleffed the curious prerogative of landr 
ing at pleafure armed l)anditti P For fuch muft all troops not fubje£l 
to difciplinebe.. He could not keep native troops without the Mu* 
tiny law ; but he eould keep foreign troops ; and the violation of 
the moil iacred compa£):> with refpe<St to the r^i^tion of the (landing 
army, was neceffary to the exiftence of this prerogative. But H 
feems the Crown might land troops without previous comniui)ica« 
tion ; without aflent ; he. m^ht do this to any ampunt ; but when 
here, they could not be employed but with the fandlion of Parliament ! 
and 6} Parliament were to fee the introdudlion of troops with perfed 
quiet, becaufe afterwa/'ds they might difpute the ufe to which they 
were to be put ! He did not highly approve of arguing the cafe 
with 30,000 armed logicians. He was glad that the queftion bad 
been difcufled. He was glad that it would go forth into the world, 
and that men would fee that the queilion had not been argued in th^ 
Houfe with the lofty tone^ with which it had been difcuiTed in ano* 
ther place. 

Lord HAWKESBURY faid, that the dodlrine laid down by 
the Secretary of State was in exaft conformity with the meflage deli- 
vered from the Throne, nor had he gone any farther than that met 
fage which the Houfe had already voted an addrefs of thanks to His 
Majefty upon. At the time that it was firft thought of to require 
the previous fandlion being given by Parliament, before the King 
by his prerogative could bring foreign troops into the kingdom. It 
was when King Charles I. and his Parliament were completely at 
variance ; but that never could be argued as a precedent in the pre^ 
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fent cafe. He lamented, that upon thit debate an abftntft point 
had been introduced. The various a£k of the Legiflature, an i the 
univerlalljr-received {>rinciples of common law, were fuffici ntljf 
clear upon this, as well as upon every other part of the Confiiru* 
tion, widiout calling on ParUan^ent upon every occafion to ratify 
them. To Aate the point abftradedly, there was no doubt that the 
Kii^hadnot a right to introduce them, without the confentot con- 
trary to the opinion of Parliament : but that principle was not to be 
taken in lb ibrid a fenfe as to preclude the poflibility of a cafe arifing^ 
in which the exercife of fuch a power might be juftifiable attifiies 
when Parliament ^vas not fitting ; an emergency might happen^ 
which might render the introdudion of foreign troops advifable be- 
fore Parliament could be confulted upon the fubjeft. Ip fuch m 
cafe the King's Minifters were refpofible for their condu^ to Par- 
liament. The Ad of Settlement which had been fo ojftcn matr 
tiQued, certainly contained a claufe that no foreigner or other, not 
a natural-bom fubjeA of this country, can hold any place of truft» 
civil or inilitary, under Government ; but he agreed with the noble 
Secretary of State that thofe Heflians were in no fituation of miU-^ 
taiy truft ; and though the ill^lity of maintaining foreigi^rs as 
an army had been admitted, there (till was no'exprefs law againfl 
it. He Goniidered the bill of Indenmity as unneceflfary in the pre- 
fent iiircumftances, and therefore would vote againft the fecond 
readily, particularly as the meafure on all hands feemed to be 
juilified by the neceffity and emci^gency of the cafe, , 

Ead. STANHOPE expreffed himfelf very much fatisfied that 
his noble relation, and another noble Lord much conne£ted with 
Adminifo^tion, feemed fo little inclined to favour that monftrous, 
honrible and unjuftifiable dodtrine that had been laid down in ano- 
ther place. It had been elfewhere ftated by perfons high in official 
fituation, in the broadeft and moft unequivocal manner, that the 
King, by his prerogative, tad a right not only to land as many 
armed foreigners into this country, either in time of peace or war, 
as he pleafed, without the fanSion of Parliament — without any 
previous notice to Parliament, or even againft tiie avowed fenfe of 
Parliament^ and to march them wherever he thought proper. All 
he would fay upon this point was, that .he was happy to hive an 
opportunity of repeating what he had faid on a former day, that if 
€vcr die Minifter, or any Minifter of this courttry, attenopted to 
pradice the doSrine that had been ftated, he trufted and he was 
Jure, it would be refifted widi that violence wldch it called for. 
He could not help differing very widely from a noble Lord (Auck- 
land) who had argued that it was legal for tiie King to introduce a 
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. foreign army into this country, and at the fame time he admired 
die fineffe of the noble Lord, who, finding tliat the bare mention 
df fuch an opinion was not reliflied by the Hbufe, attempted to get 
himfelf out of the fcrape by arguing negatively that it wa9^not illegal. 
The noble Secretary of State did not go fo far, but he feemed to 
think that the legality of keeping a foreign army in this country de- 
pended upon the manner in which it was to be employed, becaufe, 
faid that noble Lord, it would be illegal to employ thofe troops, 
without a fecond communication from the King to Parliament, 
ftating in what manner they were to be employed. Thus the noble 
Lord did not wifli to carry the fublime Tory principles of prerc^- 
tive, which had been dwelt upon in another place, fo far, In this 
way then thefe noble Lords d.id not differ with thofe with whom he 
agreed that night ; they allowed that there was right by prerogative, 
at the fame, time that they argued there was no law againft landing 
thefe foreign troops ; fo that this was all the difference between 
them, as to which, the onus probandi certainly lay with the other 
fide. He and his friends had afTcrted, and would maintain, that 
nc^ fuch prerogative did exift, either in common law, ^ or ftatute 
law ; the onus probandi therefore muft lie with thofe who faid that 
fuch prerogative exifted. He quoted Hale to afcertain that what is 
called the ftatute law took its date in 1 1 89, and all the law before 
that period, being founded on ufage merely, was ftyled the lex non 
fcriptay or common law. He next quoted Blackftone, to prove that 

4he firft {fending armies in Europe was in France in 1445, which 
jnade it neceflfary to guard againft the dangerous confequences of a 
ftanding army ; and this" being feveral centuries after the commence- 
ment of the ftatute law, it was impoffible that the common law 
could at all apply. He then came to the precedent of i j 7 5, when 
foreign troops had been landed^ and it had been found indifpenfably 
neceflary to come to Parliament to obtain its fanftioil, and a bill 
for quartcring^^ thefe troops. This certainly proved that, without 
the fandlion of Parliament, they could not be kept in the kingdom, 
for by -paffing a bill to quarter them. Parliament gave a fanction to 
bringing them, becaufe they, might have been brought without be- 
ing billeted, but they could not have been billeted without 43eing 
brought. He had heard a noble Earl (Spencer) with great atten- 
tion and equal furprife, becaufe he had always thought that noble 
Earl a friend to die Conftitution. With furprife he had heard the 
noble Earl defire the Houfe to look only to what had happened fincc 
the revolution, and not to look farther for the Conftitution of this 
country ; and that all before was fitter for a difcuflTion in an Anti- 
quarian fociety than, t^at Houfe; In this he differed widely from 
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the noble Earl, and confidered diat not an iota of our Conftitution 
was altered by the revolution, but merely eftablifhed. Had we not 
the Trial by Jury, the Liberty of the Prefs, Magna Charta, and 
the Habeas Corpus, before the revolution ? And here he could not 
help recurring to the authority and words of a noble and learned 
perfon whofe name had been often alluded to in the courfe of the 
debate: that noble Lord had faid, that we gained nothing by the 
revolution, becaufe he very wifely confidered the bill of Rights only 
as declaratory. The noble Secretary of State had mentioned the 
Handing council of Parliament as a juftification of any meafure; 
however illegal, that might appear to the Executive Government 
necfeffary or expedient; but he would aik where was this (landing' 
council during the rccefs of Parliament ? As to precedents he con- 
fidered them as nothing, particularly when argued as they were that 
night. It had been argued as precedent, that illegal meafures had 
been taken in many inftances without any notice being taken of 
them by Parliament ; but upon this idea Minifters might do juft as 
they pieafed, for he believed there was nothing fo bad, fo illegal, 
or fo enormous, but there might be a precedent for a fimilar crime 
without its being noticed by Parliament. He concluded by giving 
his hearty aflfent to the motion, and thanks to the noble Earl for 
bringing it forward. He was for the bill of Indemnity, though 
he might perhaps agree that there was nothing fo criminal in the 
meafure as he could call punifhable. 

Earl SPENCER explained that he meant the revolution as 
eftablifhing the Conftitution. 

The Earl of CARNARVON faid, that he confidered the bring- 
ing in, or maintaining a foreign army in this country to be totally 
illegal and unconftitutional. But he faw nothing in the prefent 
cafe that called for a bill of Indemnity. He profeffed himfelf to 
be agaiuft the introdudlion of abftrafl queftions ; the prerogative of 
the Crown had better.be left as we found it. The prefent bill he 
conffdercd as truly ridiculous ; and to prove it was fo, he begged 
leave to ftate a fuppofed cafe, for this bill, if it meant any thing, 
was. to preferve the Minifters from the dangers of an impeachment. 
Now fuppofe there were a number of foreign troops engaged for an 
expedition, and that on6 divifion of them Ihould be wrecked on 
the coaft of Suffex, and the other, from long confinement on (hip- ' 
board, were threatened with an alarming diforder, and the Mini- 
fter (hould advife their being (uflFered to land: in both thefe cafes he 
would be equally criiuinal for having fuffered them to be bn fhore ; 
and the impeachment muft run fomethlng in this form, " Whtrcas 
" the Minifter did cruelly and wilfully confent to fave the lives 
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f^ of fundry men who were fliipwrecked; and whereas, with tbc 
f ^ like cruel intent, he aiHfted in reftoring to health certain other 
<* men, &c." Now eould any man find him guilty for fuch 
crimes ? and if he could i\ot be found guilty^ it was an abfurdity 
to think of an indemnification, What in fuch a cafe would their 
JLordfhips think if any perfon brought in a bill of Indemnity—how 
would they receive it ? Certainly, if to be followed up by an im- 
peachment, it would be fuch a one as could not for a moment be 
liftened to. 

The Earl of GUILDFORD faid, he was happy that the fub- 
jeS had been treated by his friends in fuch a manner, as to render 
it unnecelTary for him,to go fo much at large intb it, as he otherwife 
would have done. He was clearly of. opiniof), that no foreign 
army could legally he landed in this country, and that no argument 
of expediency could juflify any deviation from the principles of the 
Con^itution. Some noble Lords, too fend of precedents feemed 
to argue that every deviation which had been overlooked by Parlia- 
ment, was as much in their favour as if there had been an exiftr 
ing Igw op their fide. He then begged to call the attention of the 
Houfe to the ingenious manner in which the a£t of Settlement ha4 
been attempted to be evaded by the noble Secretary of State. The 
t)ohlp Lord had faid^ they were no army, nor in any military truft, 
becaufe to make them a|\ army three things were necefTary, to difci- 
pline them, to clpthe them^ and to pay them, which could not be 
^one but by Parliament, and from thence had argued as if to lay the 
order for bringing foreign troops before Parliament without any no- 
tic? whatever. In this manner JCing James II. might have 
brought into this country a fufficient number of French troops to 
have preyeiited us for ever from enjoying the bleflings which we 
have, and he trufted long would enjoy under the mild Government 
of the illuftrious Houfe of Brunfwick. Some noble Lordshad dat- 
ed a bill of Indemnity to be the fame as a bill of Impeachment : he 
thought there was a wide difference. As to what had been faid 
about the meflage from the Throne being fufficient for the Executive 
Government to aft upon, he wquld conclude with obferving, \t\ 
the words of Lord Co]^e, " that the King's meifage was gracious, 
f* but what is the law of the land ?*' 

The Duke of PORTLAND faid, that he confidered the bring- 
ing of'any foreign troops intq this kingdom and keeping them was 
illegal and unconfiitutional. At the fame time, he faw nothing in 
the prefcnt cafe that made a bill of Indemnity necefTary, for the 
reafons that had b^n ftated by feveral noble friends of his, who had 
fpoken before : the only one he could add was, that there having 
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ten before Parliament for the two laft feffions fubfidiary treaties 
with die Landgrave of Hefle Caifel, containing claufes that provid-' 
ed for the landing of Heffians in this country, if circumdances made 
it neceflary ; they were therefore fuiEciently apprifed of what had 
happened) and could not conflftently now refufe their fan£Hon. He 
iaw nb fort of danger from the landing the Heflians at this time, 
under the circumftances which brought them to their prefent tem- 
porary ftation, *f No man," faid his Grace, " would more firmly 
oppofe any meafure which milit^pted againft the Conftitution than I 
would, r have always been its friend, and (hall ever remain fo ; 
and in the prefent inAance, I conceive myfelf ferving my country 
when I objeA to any meafure which might ultimately tend to give 
any obftrudion to the operation of the forces fo juftly combined, 
/employed, and armed againft the prefent maniacs of France."-— 
Thpfe confiderations induced his Grace to vote againft the motion. 

The Earl of CARLISLE agreed exaftly with the noble Duke. 
He wi(hed noble Lords had not introduced the abftrad qvcftion ; 
but as it had been introduced, he would not hefitate to acclare, 
that he thought there could be no doubt that the introduction o^ fo* 
reign troops, without the confent of Parliament, was unconf+itu- 
^onal and illegal, at the fame time he conceived the nature of the 
cafe to be fuch as to render any bill of Indemnity unneceffary and 
improper. He compared it to the cafe of 1776, when a famine 
was dreaded and Minifters had adled without the fanflion of Parli- 
,ament ; a bill of Indemnity was then propofed, and was refufed by 
Jarl Camden. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE faid, that when he came down 
to the Houfe he did not. know in what manner the queftion was to 
betakeh up; not from any negledt of the noble Earl's who brought 
it forward with fo much honour to himfelf, and credit to his friends, 
J)ut from indifpofition aiid the different avocations which he had to 
attend to. He complimented the noble Earl as having made his firft 
appearance in that Houfe in fuch a manner as he never recolledcd 
to have been equalled by any young Lord. He had (hqwn moft 
clearly the neceflity for tfiat difcuffion, for which the Houfe and the 
country owed him'their particular thanks. From all he h^J heard 
he was happy that it had been brought on, not as a party queftion, 
not as an abftraft queftion, not as a political queftion^ but as one 
of the moft important that could poffibly be argued in that Houfe, 
becaufe it was intimately connedtedwith the exiftence of the Con- 
ftitudon of this country. An attempt was made to avoid fuch dif- 
cuflions ^s unneceffary, becaufe to agitate doubts upon a fuhjedl 
where there really were none, fome rioblc Lords thought was dan- 
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gcrous ; he thought it no more dangerous than if any of their Lord- 
Ihips was to confult a lawyer about the title of his eftate, when it 
was not challenged ; and as to being unneceffary, that day -s debate 
was a complete anfwer. His noble friend had gone upon the beft 
grounds, and taking all the circumftances, argued as they had been, 
what could be fo proper a way of bringing the queftion before the 
Houfe as by a Bill of Indemnity ? the beft, the moft inoffcrnlive, 
harmlefs, and proper it certainly was. As to precedents in fuch a 
cafe,, he paid but little attention to them, for they had always feen 
that the ufe made of precedents, was to fuit to the purpofe of thofe 
w^ho ufed them in debate, and were fo convenient to the times in 
which they were brought forward, that they often faw at different 
conjundures, the fame precedents differently applied. A ftriking 
inftance of this was the fevcn years war, from 1 7 5 6 to the peace of 
Aix-la-Chapelle, which coft this country feventy-eight millions of 
money ; and he was old enough to remember that both Houfes of 
Parliament were unanimous in their fentiments and votes during the 
whole of that war, though after the peace in 1763, they were as 
unanimous in reprobating the fyftem upon which it proceeded. 
Another curious fort of precedent had been made ufe of by Minifters 
and their friends in that debate, which was confidering every Illegal 
aft that had been committed sfnd overlooked by Parliament as a 
f^nftion for fimilar crimes and errors. Now th^ faft is, that J^ar- 
liament has overlooked perhaps a great de^l too much ; but God 
forbid, that that fhould be made a precedent why they are to do fo 
ftill ; and what elfe but this does your Bill of Rights contain, a mere 
declaration of right? that had been neglc6ted, and therefore a decla- 
ratory law. He had not particularly referred to the precedents, but 
froni what he had heard fince he capie into the Houfe he would Jake 
them in the order they had been introduced.' He did not recoUeft 
whether his name was or was not at the proteft in 1782, but his 
mind was perfedtly made up on the fub}e6l, and he gave it moft ex- 
plicitly, " That without the previous confent and fanSion of Par- 
liament, the King could not bring legally a fingle man into this 
country." His Lor^ (hip then went over the different precedents of 
1 741, 45, 56 ; at laft, 1775, a bold and proper ftand was made 
againft the praftice, which was followed up in 1782, The laft 
precedent, that of 1784 was frefii in their memories, but whatever 
, blame might be afcribed at that time to Minifters (the prefent Mini- 
fters by the way) that was a time of much confufion, and not to be 
i^fed as a precedent now. There were, however, much higher and 
ftronger rcafons for his giving his vote for, the motion tliat night ; 
ihis pretended right had been con^pared to different branches of thp 
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King's prerogative, his power of pardon, and veto ; but here there 
was a material difference ; thofe were powers given and acknow- 
ledged ; but the power of introducing foreign troops into this country 
cither in time of peace or war, without the confent of Parliament, 
never was given. Other dodrines of a nature equally curious had 
been ufed, and an attempt made to place the Executive Power of 
the Crown and the Parliament, as plaintiff and defendant, upon 
which Minifters built their grand argument of refponfibility : in 
(hort, they are to do what they pleafe, and tell us, we don't wifli 
for an aft of Indemnity ; if we have done wrong we are refponfible. 
And this fort of do<ftrine, attended by the fuppofcd influence that 
Minifters ought to have, had a wonderful efTecft in foftening and con- 
ciliating majorities in both Houfes of Parliament. He was extretAely 
forry to hear fome noble Lords treat Bills of Indemnity as idle ab- 
furd wrong meafures, that feldom had been or ought to be ufed. 
He muft remind noble Lords, that they had not always thou^t fo; 
not long ago, when the country was threatened with a famine, and 
numbers found it indifpenfably necefTary to aft illegally, very great 
and curious difculTions took place ; and when it was mentioned only 
to be a temporary meafure for ten days, a Bill of Indemnity was 
infifted upon, and it was properly faid that ten days are as bad as 
ten years : if the law is infringed upon by Minifters, from whatever 
caufe, a Bill of Indemnity is neceflfaty, and this applied to the noble 
Earl's argument of fhipwreck. Though he rejoined in this difcuf- 
fion, he ftill faid that there was fomething left in the wound ; he 
wiftied to have it perfeftly cleared away. Minifters and their friends 
cannot argue the legality ; that they admit ; but as is the cafe in all 
queftions of prerogative, wie fays he thinks, another believes, and 
flill nobody can make out the precife extent to which they wi(h 
to carry their maxinas of prerogative, *till finding they have carried 
them too far, they begin to lower them and lower them one after 
another, till they get a man who is eloquent enough to deny them 
quite, and is altogether Ungry if any one dares to fay that ever he 
could have thought, or faid fo. That conduft was not new in 
public, political Affemblies. He was truly happy that his noble 
friend had done, what he had a gpod right to do, to ftrike a bold 
blow at that fyftem.. The phalanx ought to be fhook, and he had 
fhaken them in an honourable and manly way. With regard to 
employing thefe Heffians, he would alk, fuppofing the Ifle of Wight, 
or any place in this country where they are, was attacked and threat- 
ened with invafion, would they employ diem without the fanftion 
of Parliament? Perhaps it might be wife at the«moment to do fo, 
kut let them do it at their peril ; they knew they could not do it. 
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If this country was at any time likely to be in that fituationi they 
were unfit to be Minifters who could not provide for its'fccurity: 
we had plenty of refources within ourfelves for our protedion, and 
if our militia was not fufHcient> let us call home our troops that 
were abroad. . He made ibme remarks about augmenting the militia 
as in 1 782 ; and after alluding to Lord Hawkefbury's opinion about 
employing mercenary troops, in his late publication, concluded by 
conlidering this queftion of equal importance, as the trial by Jury, 
Habeas Corpus, or any other effential branch of the Conftitution, 
and gave his hearty aflfent to the motion* 

The Earl of MANSFIELD declared, that he would not fuffcr 
the principles that impreffed his mind to be warped by what he had 
heard in the Houfe. He formed his judgment, rtot by abftraft and 
thebretical propo(itions, but by the pradlice of our anceftors in the 
pureft times. It did not appeal^ to him poflible precifely to define 
what was the particular extent of the prerogative of the Crown in 
this or that peculiar inftance, becaufe, as the prerogative itfelf was 
nothing more than a difcrctibnary po^er lodged in the Crown for 
the common benefit of the kingdom and the King's fubjeds, the 
wifdom, expediency, and necefldty of its exercife, depended alto- 
gether on the nature of the emergency which called it fordi, and of 
the extent of that emergency Parliament were to be the judges. 
The King's Minifters were undoubtedly refponiible to Parliament 
for the whole of their condu6l ; and the queftion at all times, when 
the prerogative of die Crown was made ufe of, would be, not, 
whether Minifters had a right to ufe the royal prerc^tive, but 
whether the occaiion juftified the manner in which they had exer- 
cifed it. The Earl faid, he could not agree with the noble Mar- 
quis in many of his opinions, nor with the noble Earl near him 
(Lord Lauderdale.) After what had bsqi heard, there was but 
little occafion for him to fay any thing refpeding the precedents of 
former times ; he would content himfelf, therefore, with advertii^ 
to the precedent of 1 784, which had occutred in the time of the 
prefent Minifters, and muft be frefh in all their Lordfliips' minds. 
Noble Lords muft remember, that the time to which he alluded 
was a period in which Minifters were not likely to pafs unwatched^ 
nor did their condud fland much chance of efcaping cenfure, if it 
had been thought that cenfure was deferved. For his part, he (aw 
no fhadow of violence to the Conftitution in the tranfadtion of 1784, 
nor did he perceive any (hadow of violence to the Conftitution in 
the recent inftance of landing the Heftian troops, and thevefoi^ bfi 
(hould vote againft the propofed Bill of Indemnity. 
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Lord GftENVILLE faid, he could not let the debate go 00" 
wuhout taking notice of fome things that had- paified in the courft 
of it. Hi» Lord(bip reminded the Houfe, that the pratSice of in«- 
tiodacifig foreign tfoops inid this country had prevailed in every 
ymv, or ia almoft every war, fuUequent to the revolution^ at whic^ 
period Aa liberties and Conftitution of this country had oertaixily 
been alberCKnod. A noble Marquis, he obferved, introduced much 
extraneous matter into his ijpeech that night, through which he did 
not mean to follow him> but he could not help regretting that the 
m^le Mar<)uis fiiduld fo unneceflfarily have introduced the fobjeS 
of ibe intemad defence of this kingdom^ and the mentioil of a neigh- 
bouring iifamd, when he muft be a^are that alluflons to that ifland^ 
however eautioufty made, couM be attended with no good whatev^y^ 
but.muft neceffarily be likely to lead to mifchief. 1 o return to the 
queftion before the Houfe : he aflured the ix>ble Marquis that His^ 
Af ajeffty's Miniftcrs did not wilh to aik advice from thofe, who had 
deotaied themfelves enemies to the preibnt juft and necciTary way. 
In fuch difcuflions as the prefent^ endeavours were frequently ufetf 
to lead Minifters into the delivefry of abftradt opinions upon conft)- 
tutional points; endeavours whidi he thought ihouldbe (pared ; for 
/Certainly it was fuflicient for Minifters to (hew that their pra^ftice 
was conflitutional, without committing themfelves upon queftion$ 
not ccmneded with it. Ami fince it was allowed, that the Confti- 
tution itfelf conftitcd more in precedents and praAice than in written 
rules, the practice of Minifters might, with greater reafon, be taken 
both for the ftandard of their opinions, aiid for the limit of inquiries 
eoneeming them. If they were ready to defend that prafti^e, and 
oould fhew that it was in every inftance conftitutional, their conduct 
was fufEdently juftified, and their opinions upon abftra^ queltions 
could not be neccfiary to their defence. Yet, though he faw no 
neceiCty, in general, for the'dclivery of fuch opinions, and had nO' 
wi(h to make diftin£tions between his and thofe of other perfons, he 
would date his fentiments, as to the introduction of foreign troops 
into ^s couiUry. He was of opinion, that the maintenance of^tk 
'foieign army in this country, whether during peace, or war^ with- 
• out the confont of Parliament, was ill€^l ; that, when foreigri troops 
were introduced, without the previous confent of Parliament, the 
kgaUty of the meafi^re would depend upon the neceffity of it; tnd 
&at, after their iptrodufftion, Miniftert (hould advife His Majefl^ 
10 commiinicata the drcumfhince of their arrival to Parliament, as 
fcon ?i8 poffible, that Parliament, l^y confenting to the meafu|re| 
mig^ fan£kion the legality of it. 

Yoi,. XXXVIII. V 
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The Dokc of BEDFORD faid, he did not mean at this hour 
to trrfpafs long upon the Houfe. Every noble Lord who had fpo 
ken in the debate^ had agreed as to the illegality of the meafure ; 
■not one had endeavoured to fay otherwifc. He was therefore fur- 
prifed that the noble Secretary of State had followed up that opinion 
by very ambiguous arguments ; and the other noble Lords who 
were fatisfied as to the illegalit)s contended very unaccountably^ he 
thought, againft the Bill of Indemnity. Now he would afk any 
one of thofc noble Lords, whether, if he really thought Miniflers 
had done wrong, he would have voted for a Bill of Indemnity ?— 
From isrhat he had heard that night, he did not think any of them 
would. A noble Duke judified thp meafure by a reference to trea- 
ties; but the noble Duke would find that the claufe upon which 
his argument was founded, only allowed the landing of thofe Hef- 
fians in a cafe of neccflity, which nobody ever mentioned to be the 
cafe. He withed much that this argument might be abandoned, 
tecaufe if not, it gives the King an abfolute power to bring as 
many Heffians as he pleafes, and land them when and where he 
pleafes. He was alhamed to fay that he did not know ,the exa6l 
number ftipulated on the treaties ; but as the King makes all trea- 
ties, he may as eafily ftipulate for a hundred thoufand as ten thou- 
sand ; yet would any man fay that fuch a treaty gave' him a right to 
bring them into this country ? The Secretary of State had been 
clearer in his ftatement with regard to the employment of thefc 
troops, but he never would have fuch implicit confidence in the 
prefent Minifters, or any Adminiftration, as to allow to the King 
the prerogative of introducing into this country any number of fo^ 
reign troops in peace or war, without the previous fanftion of Par- 
liament, upon the mere affertion of Minifters as to the manner in 
which they were to be employed. A noble Earl had fuppofed the 
cafe of fickncfs or fliipwreck, and had mentioned the coaftof Suffex 
and the Ifle of Wight ; but this was a {hallow pretext ; a hundred 
thoufand might be as liable to ficknefs as ten thoufand, and thus 
we might have a v^ry formidable army of fick Heffians landed in 
their way from one lide of the. country to the other. Much had 
been faid about the impropriety of ftarting the abftradl queftion ; he 
was rather pleafed that it was ftarted, bccaufe he confidered the il- 
legality of the meafure decided and admitted by all. For thefe rea- 
• fons he would certainly vote for the fecond reading of the bill. 
. The Earl of SCARBOROUGH faid, that in the prefent in- 
ftance he fliould decline voting at all ; he was clear with refpedl to 
the conftitutional dodrine, but thought the circumftances of the 
times were fuch as required a perfonal confidence to be placed in 
Minifters. 
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The qucftion being put, ^h^e appeared. 

Contents, 6 8 -^Proxies, 21 — 89 

Not Contents, 1 1 —Proxies, i — 12 

Majority - 77 

Lord GRENVILLE moved, " That this bill be rejeaed." . 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE argued, that, the decifion upoa 
the queflion for the fecond reading of the bill, was a fufficient re« 
je(5ion of it ; and was obferving, that, in the other Houfe of Par- 
liament, when the fecond reading of a bill was negatived, an exprcfs 
mbtion for the rejedlion was never made, when . 

A noble Lord faid, that it was- diforderly to fuppofe that Houie 
bound by the proceedings of the other. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE replied, that he had no fuch 
fuppoiition, but was dating the pra<Sice below, mt-rely for the 
purpofe of throwing light upon the prefent queffion. 

Lord GRENVILLE thought warmth extremely unneceflary 
upon fuch a fubjedi ; if the firft decifion fufBciently rejedled the 
bill, he was very ready to withdraw his motion. 

Upon the motion of the Duke of NORFOLK, it was ordered, 
that the Houfe fliould be fummoned for Tuefday, when he in- 
tended to move for the re-commitment of the Mutiny bill, for thp 
purpofe of introducing a claufe into it, for fubjeding the Hefliian 
troops in this country to the regulations of the bill. Ordered. 

PROTEST 

Of Earl Stanhopk, upon thcrejeftionof the Earl of Albemarle's motion 
(on the 2ift of February, 1794) refpc^irtg the introducing of foreign 
troops into this country, without the previous confent of Parliament, 

Liffeniienu — Rrft, Becaufe ** It is contrary to law for the Crown to 
keep an army in this kingdom, either in time of peace or in time of war, 
without the previous confent of Parliament." And it is effential, that 
this important, conftitutional principle (which was unequivocally admitted 
in the debate) ihould be for ever maintained inviolate in this country. 
And the friends of public liberty ought ever to bear in memory the ad- 
mirable vote of the Houfe of Commons, on the fifth day of May, 1641, 
when it was re(blved, *' That this Houfe doth declare, that whofoevcr 
Ihall give couniel or afliftance, or join in any manner, to bring any for 
reign force into the kingdom, unlefs it be by command of His Majeftyi 
with the confent of both Houfes in Parliament, (hall be adjudged and re- 
puted a public enemy to the King and kingdom." 

Secondly, Becaufe the.annual Mutiny Bill is a proof, that the Crown 
cannot perpetuate or affame a prerogative, which Parliament annually be - 
ftows ; nor exercife at its own difcretion that* power, which the Legifla- 
ture fpecially limits. 

Thirdly, Becaufe it is a moft dangerous doftrine, that the Crown has a 
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iright (by virtae of an '' mdefoud rpi?efogfitt7e»") to iowuy^J^ whkh is 
not warranted, either by common, or by ftatute law, under the frivoloiu 
pretence of its stppearing to Minifters to be ufcM. And the fupinenefs of 
Parliament, iu^be rexgA of IQag Ja^^^s ^e lelieofi^ ivhea fo many a^, 
notorioufly illegal, were committed by the Crown, and yet pafled unno- 
ticed by the two Houfes, clearly proves, that, from the want of vigilance 
in certain Parliaments, precedents may be eflabliihed, iiibverfive of 'the 
fiirft principles of national freedom. 

" liVxirthly, Becaufe the maintakiing of a for^gn urmy ion the eftabUih- 
msxi% or within th« territory of this kingdom, is in open deiiaaoe of lh6 
very aft of Parliament, which fettle^ the Crown on the prefent Royal Fa- 
mily (namely the 12th an3 ij^th of William III. cbap. the 2d.) which en* 
prefelytnafts, *^That no perfdn bom out cf the kmgdoms of England. 
Scotland, or Ireland, or the dominions thersutito belonging (although fib 
be n^tiiralifeed, oripade a Denizen, e^ept fuch as are born of Rnritih 
parents) (haU be capable to enjoy any office or place of truft, either civil 
or military." And the aft of the 29th George II. chap, the 5th. is a 
prodf, diat the Lcgiflature deemed a fpedal aft ofPirrliament heccfikry, 
to enable the ICing to employ even a limited number of fubaltem fbreigft 
ofHcers in America, only under certain reftri^ons and quaLificfitidns. 

'Fifthly, Becaufe " Foreign mercenaries have always beenimufeful, or 
dangerous to thofe who employ them. Their conduft at lirft, has gene- 
rally been peaceable and enlnaring; at lafV, feditious and deftrnftive. And 
thofe States, that have carried thepotn«s which they intended, by thdr 
alliftance, have Ufually in the event, been enilaved by them.'' 

And Sixthly, Becaufe a prerogative in the Executive power, to 'intro- 
duce any number, without limit, of arined foreign hirelings into anV" 
jcountry, without the previotrs and exprefs confent of the Legiflature, 1$ 
totally incompatible with any formof a freeConfUtutbn. For^ noronly 
that Government is tyrannicfil, which is aftually tyrannically admimftos^l 
but that Government alfo is tyrannical (however adminiftercd,) wlierc 
there is no fufHcient fecurity againft its being tyrannically adminiilered in 
future. And I folemnly proteS'againft a meafure, which tends to endan- 
get* the rights and Hbertxes of my feKow citizens, of whom I confidei 
inyfelf only as a truftee. ^t4^ n^ope. 

PROTEST 

Againfi the reje&ioti of the Indemnity Bill, for the landing of troops /« this kmg* 
dam ^ithont the eonfcht of Fa^lioMent; nvhieh *tvas monfed'by the toi^ if 
Albp'Marle. 

I. Becatife, with the «i&cQption of only one noble Lord, not^one of Hii 
Majeily's Minifters, it was in the ^debate unanimoufly admitted, that the 
•keeping in this oountry troops, whetbernative -or foreign, in -time either 
of war pf peace, without the confent of Parliatnent, is iinconftitucioaaL 
-And as it was alfo^fldminedimanimoufly anduneqiiivocaUy, that the troops 
in QueHion are4iefe upon .grounds of fitnefs and expediency; and as the 
ponuderation of fitnefs and expediency, -though they render, and, infaft, 
in the prefent inftance do render, not only juftifiable, but highly meritori* 
ous, do in no degree focliange the nature as to make it more or lefs con- 
AitucionaL 

• II. This WIl, though of a-naturs ^o be very fperringly adopted,/yet wa^ 
pf .particular propjriety ; for in a matter of great moment, it declared the 
law, faved the Cfonftitution, and did juflice to the motives of the Ejlcc%. 
.tivc awer4mcS9t'. 
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Qk Sbcftufe the ft<9p(>ifeig Of this bill kavcs the trodps JKre» without 
any oonfent of Parliament. 

iV. Becaiufe the effe^l of the declarations by which the right of the 
Crown fo to keep troops hci^'was difclained, iiowever ftrong, general^ 
ted anecjai vocal, h yet tannfitory and fugitive; but the h6t that troopi 
ai<e& here, k netorioaft and Fecorded; and when the niotiveB which jofti* 
fied, and the deckrations that reconciled to the Houfe the meafure^ are 
forgotten^ may be turned into precedent. 

Tue/daff 25/A F^ruofj, to Frtdaf^ 28/A, inclufive* 
Ko public bufifiefs. 

Monday^ 3^ March* 

Lord AUCKLAND fald, that havir\g obferved a Proteft had 
beeH put on the journals by a noble Lord, (Lord Radnor) in which 
it was ftated the admiffion of foreign troops into this country, with-» 
out the previous confent of Parliament, had been unanimoufly ad- 
mitted^ be illegal) with one exception ordy, and ooneeiving that 
exception alluded to him, he hoped their LordQiips would permit 
him to move to have the exception expunged, fince, if he was 
right in the application, has words miiftWve been mifunderftood. 

After iiaving deiired the Proteft (far whkh, vide the Proceedings 
of Friday:, February 21,) to be read, which was accordingly done, 
his Xx)rd(hip then moved, with the ^probation of the noble Earl 
who had figned the Proteft, that the words, " with the eXcq)tion of 
one noble Lord, not one of His Majefty's Minifters," be ex« 
puQged. 

Earl STANHOPE declared, he was glad to find that no one 
individual Peer was audacious enough to aflert that it was le^ and 
conftitutional for die .King to keep foreign troo|>s in the kingdom 
wid)out theioonfent-of Padiainent. He rejoiced, therefore, at the 
tourfe of proceeding then before the Houfe, as it would ftand on 
the joum^s, ^ad prove that no one noble Lord ventured to main- 
tain that it was legal to keqp foreign troops without confent of Par- 
fuunent. 

Lord AUCKLAND rcpKed, that the npble Earl had given a 
turn to the proceeding then before the Houfe, that did not belong to 
it. There was fbmething in the noble Earl-s exprQfrion$, whic& 
feemed to convey an idea of the prefent motion, as if it were ia 
feme degree a recantation of the opinion of a foriher day. His 
Qjunion, as he liad pronounced it, and as their Lordftiips would 
recoiled it, had no reference to the keeping troops in the kingdpm, 
whether with or without the confent of Parliament. His polition 
was, " That he 'was not prepared to fay it was legal, but he did 
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not Icnow, nor believe it to be illegal, for the King to land foreign 
troops in this kingdom in tin\p of war : that this was a part of the 
prerogative, to be exercifed, as in other cafes where the law is 
filent, for the benefit of the country ; that, like every other exercife 
of the prerogative, it is to be juftified to Parliament, by the expe- 
diency or emergency of the circumftances." Farther refled^ion had 
convinced him that this doftrine is accurate and conftitutional. At 
the fame time he felt no difficulty in declaring, that foreign troops, 
fo brought by the King, cannot be kept in this countr)% either in 
peace or in war, without the confent of Parliament. The diftinc* 
tion between the two pofitions of law was • plain and obvious. In 
difclaiming the one, . which, he never had afferted, he did not mean 
to relinquifli the other, or to depart from it in any degree. 

The queftion was then put upon his Lordftiip's motion, which 
was agreed to. 

Tuejday^ /^th March ^ to , Friday ^ "jth March ^ inchjive* 

No public bufinefs. 

Monday^ i otb March, 

The Earl of GUILDFORD gave notice, that he wouI3 on 
Tuefday fe'nnight bring forward a motion on the treaties made be- 
tween foreign Powers and this country, fince the commencement 
of the war, and moved, that on that day the Houfe be fummoned. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE adverted to the conduft of Lord 
Auckland, who, on a former day, had come down to .the Houfe, 
and, without any previous notice, moved, that fuch part of Lord 
Radnor's Proteft as related to him, (hould be expunged from their 
Lordfhips' Journals. He congratulated the noble Lord on having 
recanted from his doftrines, refpefling the landing of Heffian or fo- 
reign troops in this country, without the confent or approbation of 
Parliament ; but he would not hefitate to fay, that though he might 
have confidered what was contained in the Proteft, as it originally 
flood, as an indelible fligma on his charadler, iliil, however, the 
mode he hadpurfued upon this occafion called for his anlmadver* 
fion. Had the Houfe been regularly fummorted, his Lordfhip faid 
that he would not only have argued that the landing of the Heffian 
troops was illegal, but would have denied what had been conceded 
in the Proteft, that it was expedient. But if noble Lords could 
make fuch motions without due notice, the moft folemn decifions^ 
and the minutes of that Houfe, might be altered at pleafure. He 
contended, that fuch conduit was unparliamentary, and contrary to 
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the rules of the Ifloufe^ chichi fome noble Lords, on other occafions, 
w^rc fo ready to confider as facred and unalterable* 

Lord AUCKLAND faid, he would only offer a few words on 
the fubjedl, as there was no queftion before the Houfe, he did not 
feel that he was called upon to anfwer the noble Lord's fuggc;(lions* 
The Houfe was refpeflfuUy attended when he made the motion al- 
luded to, and was not taken by furprife; and it was done with the 
confent of the noble Lord who ligned the proteft. He faid, that 
he did not depart from the affertions which/he made when the fubjeft 
of foreign troops arriving in this kingdom, was debated before their 
Lordfhips on a former night. He itill perlifted in the arguments 
that he had ufed on that occaiion ; they were fuch as he did hold, 
and would hold ; but he conceived, that the iniinuations contained 
in the pnotdl, were fuch as were not altogether juftified by what had 
fallen from him in debate. When the noble Lord therefc^'e attri- 
buted his cohduft to a change of fentiment, he begged leave to affure 
him and the Houfe, that not the leaft change had taken place ; he 
flill retained his former opinion, and believed he (hould die with it. 

Lord SYDNEY faid, that the condudt of Lord Lauderdale was 
the moft extraordinary he had ever witneffed : he found fault with 
the Houfe, for having done fomething in his ^bfence, which it 
fhould not have done but when he was prefent. He was not in the 
habit of protefting againft the opinion of the Houfe, like fomc other 
noble Lords : But did he wifh the words of the proteft to remaiii 
as they originally flood? He fuppofed that the Houfe muft alter whaX 
it has done, in order to fuit his Lordfhip's tafte and opinion. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE replied, that he had only once 
introduced a motion in a full Houfe, and that he was accufed of 
toking it by furprife. He faid, Lord Sydney had not lately been in 
the habit of entering protefts on their journals ; but he remembered 
the time when, in another place, he was. as warm and zealous a 
protefter as any Lord in that Houfe. 

The order of the day being read, 

The Bifhop of ROCHESTER rofe for the purpofe of making 
the motion refpeding the flave trade, of which he had given previous 
notice. He faid, that three fcffions of Parliament had palfed fmce 
the bufinefs refpedling the (lave trade had been brought before the 
Houfe, and he at prefent faw no probability, from the niode of 
proceeding purfued, of its being brought to a conclufion for a long 
time to come. In the year 1792, the queftion for the hearing of 
Counfel, and the examinatipn of witnefTes firft came before the 
Houfe, and it was determined that they (hould be examined at iht 
iBar of the Houfe. He was then one of thole who voted for their 
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Jbcii% fe examimff^ and he did it in hopes that 'thofh noble Lorcb 
"who had not made up thdr minds on the bufinefey m^t have a 
more early f^portumty of beiiig convinced of Ae impolicy^ as well 
as of the inhumanity of continuing &> fliodcmg a tn^. For ius 
own party he did not feel the want of a iar^r examinatioa Gf 
witneffes, his mind was made iq^.-^The experience of tlirec feC- 
iions had produced very licde piogreis. The wttneflcs who had 
already been exanuned, he believed he might venture to TkSert, 
without the dread of contradiction^ bore no manner of pioportion 
10 thofi? that are to be examined ; and therefort^ uidefs fomo mode 
couM be adopted for expediting the bu&nci5> it would ne^^r be 
brought to a condufion : when it wzs 6rft bioug^t before the Houfe 
it had been agreed diat two days in every week fiiould be detHcated 
to it ; but even in the firfl fcffion dutt agreement Imd beoi taroben 
through^ and in the Succeeding feflion the bufxnefe had been conti- 
nually put ofF from time to time» and when brought forward it ms 
always after -ihe Houfe.werc tlfed by attending to other bufine& 
which had preceded* In the prefent kSion, either bonn the addi^ 
ticmal weight of bulinefs occailoned by the war> or fhxn btm other 
caufe, it had not been brought fcnrward at att. It was eerfeainly 
equally an obje<9: to diofc who were for a continuation of dus draific 
in human blood, as to thofe who thought an abolition of it bodi a 
meafure of policy and humanity, to have a fpeody determinatioii^Dn 
it ; but going on as the Houfe has hitherto done, it does not feem 
probable the evidence will be gone through, or the Houfe be pre* 
pared tagive an anfwer to the Commons on the buiinefs, even by 
the time which they have fixed for the termination of tKs horrid 
trade ; it therefore behoved dieir Lordfhips to adopt fome more 
fpeedy mode of procedure; and he was of opinion, that if the fw:- 
tber examination of witneiTes^ and hearing of Counfel, were referred 
to a Committee up fialrs, it would coniiderably expedite the bufinefs, 
for the Committee pould meet at a much earlier hour, and dedicate 
much more time to it than the Houfe could poflibly do ; he there- 
fore mo^d, That the farther hearing of. Counfel and evidence on 
the (lave trade, with the evidence that has already b^n taken, be 
referred to a Committee above ftairs. ^ 

The Duke of CLARENCE defired that the order of the Houfi^ 
with regard to tiic mode of condu<5ling the examination of evidence 
on the Have trade, migtu be read ; this having been done, his iUayri 
Hig^nefs took notice of two amendments that had. been made to the 
original motbn by a noble Lord who.was at the head of the Com^ 
Menial interefts of this country^ and another noble Lord n^ar him 
(Lord M^ikid). From thefe he argued the great attention ^ 
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the Houfe to the objeft when it came originally before it, and how 
ittiptoper it would now be to make any alfcratidn in the mode of 
condufting the bufinefs. He therefore infifted that the motion made 
by the right reverend Prelate, had already been determined ; and 
that he himfelf had voted for the prcfcnt mode of proceeding. His 
Royal Highnefs, notwithftanding the infinuations of delay, verily 
belieyed that the bufinefs had proceeded as rapidly as the other bu- 
finefs of importance then pending would poffibly admit. It was to 
be recollefted, that this countrj' is not now in that ftate of profound 
peace which it was at the time the Have trade was lirft agitated. 
We are now at war, and confcqucntly die time and attention of the 
Houfe muft be taken up, and with bufinefs of a more temporary 
and important nature. As to the flave trade not having been brought 
forward at all this fefllion, it was a matter of delicacy to the right 
reverend prelate, ^hofe ill health preventing his attending his duty 
in Parliament, from which he had intercftcd himfelf in this affair, 
Was thought a fufHcicnt reafon for delaying of it ; he could not, 
therefore, but cxprefs his furprlfc, that, on the very firft day uppii 
which the fight reverend Prelate was able to attend the Houfe, he 
ftould bring forward a motion of fuch a tendency. The colonies 
could not be cultivated but with flaves — this was a commercial 
country, and, though a very young man, he was convinced that 
the moft ftridl attention fhould be paid to it. In this \\e^ the 
trade was of the higheft importance, for this country is benefited 
24,ooo>oool. a year by her Weft- India trade ;. an immenfe num- 
ber of feamcn, no lefs than twenty-five thoufahd, are employed 
in it, another matter of the firft confcquence, and upwards of 
70,000,0001. is embarked in it by the fubjcdts of this country. 
Thefe were reafons that would weigh with their LordQiips, to give 
the bufinefs their moft ferious confidcration ; befides, it was brought 
before them by the Commons of Great Britain, and under all thefe 
circumftances, he thought it incompatible with the dignity of the 
Houfe to refer it to a private Committee ; befides it was^ bringing 
the bufinefs upon the Houfe at a time when it would be the Icaft 
convenient for their Lordfhips to attend a Committee — at a time 
when thq affixes were holding ; and it muft be the wifti of every 
noble Lord to attend the affixes in his own county. His Royal 
Highnefs faid, that great attention was' due to every thing which 
came fcom fo refpe«9:able a body as the Commons of England ; but. 
ftill their Lordfhips muft judge for thcmfelves ; and he would never 
confent to fubfcribe to the opinions of others, while his own judge- 
ment was fupported by evidence. His Highnds concluded by af- 
furing the Houfe, that his fellow -fubjc6ls abroad, as well as at 
Vot. XXXVHL ^ X 
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home, expeSed from their Lordftiips a full and a folemn inveftiga- 
tion of the bulinefs, by which alone tlieir property and rights could 
be fecured to them. That Houfc was looked up to as the guardian 
of the rights of the fubjed : its decifions were held in great refpcdl ; 
and he hoped it would ever maintain that honourable condudl in all 
its proceedings which had fo juftly procured it the efteem of the 
countr)'. 

The Bifliop of ROCHESTER declared, that he was not ap- 
prifed that the bulinefs had been poftponed in confequence of his 
mdifpofition ; but ftill perfifted that their Lordfhips would facilitate 
the bulinefs confiderably by voting for his motion. He was ftrength-* 
cned in this opinion by contemplating the vaft quantity of bulinefs 
which required, in various fituations, the attention of His Majefty's 
Minifters. 

The Eari of MANSFIELD faid, as he had been particularly- 
alluded to in the debate, he thought it neceffary to obfcrve, that the 
Houfe had already granted the prayer of the petitioners, and could 
not now alter its condudt with refpedl to the mode of proceeding in 
the bulinefs. He alked, (hould matters of the fmalleft moment be 
heard at the Bar of tliat Houfe, and would their Lordfhips fend an 
affair of fuch magnitude to a Committee above ftairs ? He thought 
that would not leave a very great impreffion on the public mind, of 
the juftice and honour of the Houfe. He would not give his con- 
fent to the referring fo important an objedl to a Committee, Be- 
fides, the examination already had at the Bar, muft in that cafe be 
fubmittcd to that Committee, and it was certainly impoffible for 
them to judge of what they had not heard. 

Lord GRENVILLE felt it his duty on the firft impreffion, to 
declare, that he did not think that the time of His Majeft}^'s Mi- 
nifters could be occupied by any circumftance of greater importance, 
than the queftion before the Houfe. In his mind the country was 
deeply interefted in the refult of tlieir Lordlhips* proceedings ; but he 
did not fee how it would be derogatory to the dignity of the Houfe, 
to accede to the motion made by the reverend Prelate. For his own 
part, he would a(^ with delufion were he to fay, that he had not 
made up his mind on the fubjedl. The report of the Committee 
of the Houfe of Commons, and the opinion and decifion of the 
Council, left him no room for doubt on the occafion. The Houfe 
of Commons had at firft examined evidence at the Bar, but, find- 
ing the inconvenience of that mode of proceeding, had at length re- 
ferred it to a Committee. His Lordlhip could fee no difficulty ia 
that Houfe alfo leaving the bufinefs to a Committee, either to col- 
left evidence, or to report upon it ; for, as tlic proceedings were 
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printed, a Committee could judge as well as their Lordfhips of the 
merits of the que(Hon> and might fit for feveral hours before the 
Houfe proceeded 00 other bufinefs, and thus difpatch it widiout 
delay. His Lordfliip did not wifh to anticipate the judgement of 
the Houfe ; but if, like the other, diey ftiould be of opinion that the 
trade was contrary to humanity and policy, they would not hefitate 
to fay fo, whatever might be the confequencc to thofe concerned 
in it. 

Lord THURLOW was furprifed at fuch a motion being brought 
forward at this time ; for what would it be faying to the gentlemen 
concerned r All parties feemed to agree that this was one of the 
moft important fubjefts that was ever brought before that Houfe 9 
and yet it was propofed to refer it to a Committee, in the fame 
manner as was done with the moft trivial matter. He had always 
been in the habits of conceiving, and he was much ihiftaken if the 
Journals did not warrant his conclufion, that whenever any matters 
of great national magnitude were brought under coniideration, it 
was the uniform praftice to give them the moft folemn and ferious 
attention, and which could only be done at the Bar of that Houfe : 
this their Lordftiips had alfo agreed to, in the prefent inftance, for 
t\\*o feflions, and now it was propofed to alter the mode. What 
did that imply, unlefs that they did not now confider it of that im- 
portance, or that they were tired of it ; an impreflioahe hoped would 
never be given by that Houfe to the public. The abfurdity alfo to 
him appeared apparent, for it recommended the farther examina- 
tion of witnefles, &c. Did it mean, by way of expediting, that 
they were to begin again, and go through all their Lordftiips had 
already done ? for, if otherwife, the evidence would confift of two 
diftinft parts, and he did not fee how they could be united. The 
Bar of the Houfe was the only proper place in which the bufinefs 
could properly be proceeded in, and therefore he fliould oppofe the 
learned Prelate's motion ; and alfo becaufe he did not belieVe the 
adopting it would be attended with any expedition ; for would any 
noble Lord fay, that their engagements wei-e fuch as to prevent at- . 
tending, if brought on in the Houfe, and yet enable them to attend 
in a Committee up ftairs ? 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, the evidence being daily printed, it 
would be of little confequence to the decifion, whether it was taken 
up ftairs, or at the Bar of the Houfe. 

The Biftiop of LONDON obferved, that while the noble Lord 
adverted to thofe perfons who had embarked their property in the 
Weft Indies, their Lordftiips would feel that there were fifteen 
bullions of Africans pleading at their Bar, and that every year of 
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<lelay was {bbjeSIng perhaps. 8 0,000 of thofc poor creatures to wba]: 
the Houfe of Commons had termed a trade of blood, murder, and 
rapine. 

The Earl of KINNOUI. (Lor^ I|ay) declared himfelf cjually 
the enemy of unneceffary delay, and improper precipitation, but 
where fo much ,. property was at flake, tpo ipuch caution, h^ 
thought, could not be. ufcd, and on this ground hg \^9uld oppofg 
the motion. 

The Earl. of ABINGDON faid, that the Houfe being already 
fully in poffeffion of his fcntiments upon the fubjeft at large, h^ 
rofe, upon the prefent occafion, for the purpofe only of one obfer- 
vation, and which was this ; that this motion being for the iranfla- 
lion oF this bufinefs from the Houfe below to a Committee above 
flairs, he was not at all furprifed that fuch a propofition fhoulcj 
come from a right reverend prelate, who, as a philofopher (of the 
Brifotine fchool too, as the right reverend Prelate himfelf had pro- 
feffed), as a politician, a fcholar, and divine, rnuft nepefllirily 
know and be beft acquainted with the nature of tranjlatlons of every, 
kind ; and therefore repeated, ,that he was not at all furprifed at 
fuch A motion coming from fuch a quarter. But, faid his !Lord- 
fliip, thinking as he did, that inftead of tranjlating this bufinefs 
up flairs, it ought to be iravjlatcd out of the Houfe — or, in a cant 
phrafe, perhaps better known to their Lordfhips, inftead of Peking 
this bufinefs up Aairs, (as is fomctimes faid of the Lords Lieutenants 
of Ireland) it ought to be kicked out of doors, — he fliould certainly 
give his decided negative to the motion. 

The Earl of GUILDFORD faid, he had formed his opinion 
from a careful attention to the moft mafterly difcuflion in another 
place that any queftion had ever received. It was too evident that 
the e:xamlnation of evidence at the bar of the Houfe might extend 
to the period at which another branch of the Legiflature had decided 
that the trade ought to ceafc, and then it would be a very aukward 
and embar raffing circum.ftance. At a time when their Lordfhips 
were convinced that the trade was inconfiftent with policy and juf- 
ftice, they might be called upon to allow fome thoufands more of 
the unhappy vidims of it to be carried away, that the fyftem might 
XK)t be aboliflied too abruptly. 

The Houfe divided on the motion ; 

Contents 14 ; Not Contents 42. — Majority 28. 

Tuejday^ March llth, to Monday, March l']thy inclujtve^ 
Ko public bufirvcfs- 
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Tuefdayy 1 %th March. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE be^ed to know from the Mirn- 
fter, whether he meant to fubmit to the confideration of the Houfc 
thofe diredlions which were fent to the Lords Lieutenants of coun- 
ties, as he confidered it as a matter of the higheft importance to 
the nation, and what ou^ht to be communicated to the Houfe be- 
fore the meafure was adopted. 

Lord GRENVILLE replied, that whatever was neccffary, pro- 
per, and parliamentary, fhould be done ; but that if the noble Earl 
meant that a communication of the bufinefs (hould now be made, 
he, for one, fhould refift any motion to that cfFeft. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that thefe letters fent to 
the Lords Lieutenants were unconftjtutional and dangerous, and 
^lled for the immediate intcrpofition of Parliament, and he Ihould 
therefore move for all the Lords to be fummoned for Tuefday 
next. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, that the meafure alluded to was 
neither unconftitutional^ nor dangerous, and that, before it was put 
into execution, it would be laid before Parliament for their con- 
currence. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE was not fatisfied with this expla- 
nation, and therefore the Houfe was ordered to be fummoned for 
Tuefday. 

The Earl of GUILDFORD rofe in confequence of the notice 
which he had given ; but before he (hould fpeak on the fubjedl upon 
which he had taken the liberty to have their Lordfliips fummoned, 
he moved the reading; of the fevcral treaties exifting between Great 
Britain and the confederate powers. The titles of the fevcral trea- 
ties were then read, and are as follow: The Treaty for the Exten- 
fion of Commerce between the Emprefs of Ruflia and His Majefty ; 
the Treaty of Alliance with the Emprefs ; the Treaty widi die 
Landgrave of Heffe Caffel, for fubfidifing 8000 of his troops ; a 
fecond Treaty with the Landgrave, for fupplying his Majefty with 
an additional corps of 4000 men ; a Treaty with the King of Sar- 
dinia ; a Treaty with the King of Spain ; a Treaty ^with his Sici- 
lian Majefty ; a Treaty with the King of PrufFia ,- a Treaty with 
the Emperor of Germany ; a Treaty with the Margrave of Baden, 
for fubfidifing 754 of his troops ; a Treaty with the Queen of Por- 
tugal ; and a Treaty with the Landgrave of Hefl!e Darmftadt, for 
Aibfidifing a corps of ,3000 men*. 

• For copies of thefe treaties, vide t)ebrctt's Collc6Hon of State Papcn 
WatiT^ to the War againft France. 
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The noble Earl then faid, that from difcuffions which had re- 
ccmtly taken place, and opinions maintained by thofc in high autho- 
rity, he was obliged in the firft place, to fay a few words refpedling 
the prerogative of the Crown and the rights and privileges of Par- 
lianient and of that Houfe ; a proper regard for which made it his 
duty to bring forward the motion which he would have the honour 
to fubmit. He ftated it to be the undoubted right of that Houfe 
to advife His Majefty at all times, and under any circumftanccs, 
refpefling the exercife of his prerogatives ; and there was no one 
prerogative of the Crown to which that Houfe were fq much bound 
to attend, and give their advice upon, as that by which tjie King 
had a right to make peace and war. Under this confideration came 
all treaties and negociations which had a tendency to produce either 
the one. or the other, and with this view it was that he had called 
the attention of the Houfe to thofe on the table. He contended that 
they had a right to advife His Majefty not to enter into treaties that 
might endanger the fafety or tranquillity of the country ; to give 
their advice upon matters arifing from treaties exifting \ and to give 
their advice ^when it might appear to them that treaties ought to be 
lefcinded, or negociations abandoned, that had been begun. In 
fupport of this argument, he was happy to have the fanftion and 
authority of their Journals, from which he adduced a ftring of pre- 
cedents from early to the prefent times, which bore him out in the 
conclufions which he meant to draw from them, as the ground of his 
motion on thefe points. Two he particularly feleded from the Jour- 
nal$ of their Lordfhips, the firft relative to the Treaty of Utrecht, 
and the fecond with regard to the Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle ; in 
both which cafes the Houfe had entered into particular refolutions* 
One branch of the prerogative which had been affertcd to exift (but 
the exiftcnce of which he pofitivcly denied), was the right of landing 
foreign troops in this kingdom ; the exercife of which, thot^h it 
might not entirely deftroy praftical liberty, inevitably defaced every 
yeftige of theoretical liberty in this country. He next came to ftate, 
that from his differing with the majority of the Houfe on the fub-^ 
je£l of the prefent war, it was natural to fuppofe that he was no friend 
to the treaties on the table, which were defended by thofe of a dif- 
ferent opinion on the juftice and policy of that war ; any difcuffion, 
fiowever, on that laft point he liad no intention to enter upon that 
day ; he would confine what he had to fay to tlie treaties merely. 
He wiflied to eftablifti thefe points : that the obvious tendency of our 
engagements went to fupport and forv;ard the unjuft and romantic 
views of other European powers to conquer France — that they wei q 
in ^0 rcfpe£l favourable to the real interefts of this country, and 
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that they had been entered into upoa principles that the KiQg's Mi- 
nifters had previoufly ancj repeatedly difavowed. In anfwering thefey 
it became neceffary to recur ta the opinions univerfally held in and 
out of Parliament upon the propriety of our remaining neutral as tti 
the difturbances of France two years ago ; that neutrality had been 
thought by every man who confidered at all, the wifeft and beft po- 
licy that this country could follow; and no one was bold enough to 
fuppofc that we ought ever to interfere fo far in* the internal affairs 
of another country, as to dictate a government for fo great and in- 
dependent a p^ple. That our interference was not for the interefts 
of the country he believed few would deny ; and that it was againll 
the opinion of the King*s Minifters avowed at the time by them, 
and approved by all, would appear from their own conduft. For 
fo little did they think we had any thing to do with thofe difturb* 
ances, that the failures that took place after the Duke of Brunfwick's 
firft Manifefto, the French getting poifcflion of Savoy, and the 
capture of Mentz, appeared, by their condudt, to be mattery of in- 
difference. The change, therefore, that had taken place, and 
which occafioned our ii^erference, firft by an armament which 
brought a declaration from France, and afterwards created thofe 
engagements which led us into the war, muft arife from a total 
change of fyftem and views, and a fubverfion of that neutrality 
which would have been, and what it was at firft thought to he, 
the wifeft, the beft, and the moft honourable part for this country 
to have a<fled. As to the treaties, he would divide them into three 
claffes — thofe that ^ere fubfidiary— thofe of a more general and 
fcederal nature— and laftly, that anomalous one with the King of 
Sardinia, which bore no analogy or refemblance to any that had 
taken place in diplomatic hiftory. As to the firft clafs, he confeffed 
he had the leaft objedions, becaufe he thought fubfidiary treaties^ 
if a proper ufe was made of them, might be of eflfential fcrvice 
both in times of peace and war — in times of peace, becaufe they 
enabled us to leflen our internal force, and thereby were a fort of 
ftanding army kept up without any of thofe dangerous confequences 
fo much and fo juftly dreaded from keeping a ftanding army in this 
country in times of peace, and at the entire will of the Executive 
Government — fo much for them in times of peace. In times of 
war, the (ervice that may be niade of them, if properly ufcd, was 
obvious to every body; but he denied that in the prefent war a 
proper ufe had been made of any one of thofe treaties on the table. 
As to the fecond clafs^ he objedted to thenq^ very ftrongly, from the 
elaufes which they contained, binding us not to make peace but 
i^n fuch terms as were cpnfiftent with the ambitious view.s of thofe 
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powersi attd IHll more from their niture rcfpeding our condu6l to- 
wards neutral powers. Had they contained a claufc to prevent 
neutral po\Vers from giving fuch aid to France as might be danger- 
ous to the contrafling powers, they might, perhaps, be reckoned 
wife ; but if that claufe gave the confederate powers a rigKt to aft 
as they Md done with regard to Sweden* and Denmark, and in ano^ 
ther way to Genoa, Tufeany, and Svvitzerland, it ^\buld open a 
precedent for niore tyrannical oppreffion than had ever occurred in 
the mod arbitrary times of the moft derpotfc powers in Europe. 
With regard to the laft, that phenomenon in diptomatfcs, rt was in' 
every way new, unaccountable, and unprofitable ; and it was im- 
poflible that any good could ever arife to this country out of it. 

In the treaty with the King of Sardinia, we had ftJptflated for 
what ? Why that he (hould keep 50,000 men in pay for the de- 
fence of his own dominions J- and on our part we ftipulated to fend a 
refpeftable fleet into the Mediterranean, which muft conliderably 
weaken our naval ftrength at home : to pay an annual fubfidy -of 
2ioo,oool. and guarantee the reftitution of Savoy, and fuch other 
dominions as might be conquered from Sardinia during the war, 
whenever peace (hould be concluded. Had the noble Lord who 
figned thofe treaties, fuch an abjeft opinion of tlie aftivity of the 
Board of Admiralty, as to think that upon a proper fuggeftion of 
the neceffity of a fleet in the Mediterranean, they would not fend 
it out, without the country being aftually bound thereto by treaty ? 
Or was it to be fuppofed that his S<irdinian Majefty would be fo* 
difinclined to defend his own dominions, as tq render it neceflfary 
on our part to engage him to fuch a meafure ? It was neceflfary 
not only to fubfidize him, but alfo to guarantee the reftitution of 
his territories* But it was to be rccolledted, that the Sardinians 
were engaged in this war ; and difpoflcfled of Savoy previous to our 
taking part in the war ; that we had feen in filence this pro- 
ceeding of France ; and not only did think it incumbent not to in- 
terfere at that time for the reftitution of Savoy, but even impofed 
a neutrality upon Switzerland and Geneva. - With regard to the. 
treaties with the other powers, we had afted upon a very impolitic 
plan ; we had engaged oiirfelves to continue in a war until all the 
territories which might be conquered from them fliould be reftored ; 
was there any neceflity in order to induce thofe powers to permit 
us to expend our money and lend our arms and afliftance in the 
common caufe, to tie ourfelvcs down by particular treaty and en- 
gagement ? Before he fat down, he muft fay, that he difapproved 
of the treaties, not more on account of their contents than their 
omiflions. The great object for which we had afFedted to enter 
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" That the thanks of this Houfe be given to tlie Marquis Com- 
** wallisy for his diftingui(hed military fervices in India, and for 
*' die termination of the war in that country, by an advantageous 
*^ and honourable peace ; and that -the Lord Speaker of this Houfc 
** do give his Lordlhip the fame, when his Lordftiip is in his place 
" in this Houfc." 

* '* When it devolved upon me to communicate this order to your 
Lordftiip, I felt a juft folicitude to examine on what occafions, and 
m what manner, that duty had formerly been difcharged. 

** The firft inftancc which the Journals of the Houfe afFord, is 
of an illuibious Commander, whofc frequent vidtories in the early 
pin of diis century had received in this place repeated thanks ; and 
particularly military fervices have fince obtained the fame diftindtion. 

<* The order which it is my part to execute, has a larger extent 
dian any former precedent. Your Lordfliip's ferVices have marked 
for public gratitude, adUons of an higher oi-der than the fplendour 
of a vidlory or the fuccefsful condudl of a campaign ; and the thanks* 
of the Houfe have diftinguiftied thejuftice, humanity, and modera- 
tion with which you have improved vidlory for the purpcfe of eftab- 
Kfhing peace on fudi terms as demonftrate to the world that Great 
Britain direfts the force of her arms to no other objedl but indem- 
nity and fccurity to hcrfelf and her allies. 

*' So delirable a conclufion of war was the • natural and almoft 
neceffary relult of' the preparation your Lordfliip had made for it :" 
not merely by a fupply of all articles of immediate exigence for mi- 
litary fervice, but by the uniform tenor of a wife and beneficent 
Adminiftration, which uniting the affedions of thofe who were fub- 
jcd to it, andtheconfidenceof the neighbouring powers of Hindoftan,* 
had infpired them with a firm reliance on the mild protecling influ- 
ence of the Britifli Government, and a full affurance that fuccefs 
would attend that war which you conduced. 

" The date of the order by which alone I am authorifed now to 
addrefs your Lordfhip, precludes the confideration of fubfequent 
jervices, which arc frefti in the memory of every one ; but I may 
be allowed to cxprefs the firm perfuafion I feel, that the precedent 
of repeated ^nks which diftinguiftied the beginning of thi? century 
will be renewed in flieclofc of it; and that the debt of public gra- 
titude to your Xx>rdftiip will continue, ftill paying, flill to owe.'* 

To wl^ch hlr-trordfliip replied, 

. *' My Lords, 

' ^* The honourable tcftimony of yt>w tordfliips' unanimous voice 
4iat my condudi has merited the eft^m of my coufitrymeni and 
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fubmitted to the Houfe, whether it was not a moft irregular and 
dlfordcrly thing }n the noble Earl, to found any paiiiahfientary^pro- 
ceeding on words fpoken in. debate by any noble Peer on a former 
day i The order of that Houfe, whjch made it irregular for any 
Peer to take notice of the words of another Peer, was not made 
without found reafon and neccfTity ; and if this held good, how 
much more fo did it apply to a motion upon words ? The noble 
Earl had with becoming dignity acknowledged the words and fcn- 
timent, ^ fentiment to which he was furprifcd that any one (hould 
objeft. 

The Earl of LAUPERDALE faid, th?it he could pot avoid 
taking notice of the extraordinary obfervation of the ngble Secretary 
pf State, Without giving any opinion whatever on the motion of 
the noble Earl, he muA fay, it was ^ curious thing to hint even an 
objedion to a motion, becaufe fome , noble Lord had on a former 
day made an affertion contradidtory to fuch motion. Did the nobk 
Lord forget that aq affertion of an individual had, during the Re- 
gency, - been made the ground ppt merely of a motion, but of a par-, 
liamcntary afl, foy which the two Houfes had been ^Ued upon to 
ftop all the courfe pf th^; proceedings in which they ^ere engaged ^ 
and that this had be^n done by a right honourable perfon with whon^ 
the noble Lord was nioft intimately conneded ? It would be ^ 
moft curious and a moft extrjiordiqar)' proceeding, if any motion ir^ 
that Houfe could either be flopped qr pi^evented, on accpunt qf fome 
affertion that had been pistde on a former daiy by any Jx>r<J« 

Earl STANHOPE faid, he was aftoniftied at the manner in 
which his noble relation ha^l taken up his notice ; hp fqrely was 
not fo ignorant of the orders of the Hoi^fe, as; npt to know that he 
could not allude to fpecifi^: words ufed by any noble Lord ; but how 
did his honourable relation know that ^le meant to allude to. him I 
He faid that certain words were ufed by a noble Earl, the nieaning 
and purport of which h^ detefted and abhorred ; and hp had nwvcd 
their I^ordftiips on a particular day, .^hen he (hould fubmit a pro- 
pofition to their Lordfliips of a nature whiph he^ tl^ought ^ffential to. 
our well-being, and to our charaiVe^ as a pepple, 

LordGRENVILLE faid, the ppble Earl Jiad certainly made 
an allufion to certain words ufed by a noble pa^l on ^ ^rni^r day, 
as the foundation of his motion, in a difpfcj^rly way. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, that certainly pyery noble 
Lord had a right tq move their Lordfliips tp attend on any particur 
lar day ; h was the duty of Lords to attf nc( on every day the Par- 
liament fat, and the fummons only implied to remind them of thi\t 
duty ; it was ajfp gonimqn, althoughj> to be furc, not fo ftr^dlty 
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undcrorder, tliat, wbcii any noble Lord did cxetcifc that right, to 
give (omQ intimation of the nature of the buiinefs he intended to 
bring forward, biit which the noble Earl on this occaiion had cer- 
tainly omitted, and therefore, although diforderly, the little debate 
which had taken place would be of fome ufe, as by that means their 
Lordfhips had obtained fome fmall degree of infight. into it, and 
would therefore be the better enabled to prepare tfaemfelves to decide 
upon it, ' 

Earl STANHOPE contended he had not deviated from any 
order of that Houfe, and he would inform his noble relation, that 
the order was againft alluding to words fpoken by any noble Lord 
by name, with a view to cenfure him for them- Now he had not 
done fo ; it was not the words, but the principle, he objeSed to, 
and which he intended to bring under difcuffion. He alfo knew he 
-was not bound to give any farther notice with refpeft to his motion, 
(which the noble Secretary of State might as'well have beard before 
he had undertaken to condemn with fo much violence), yet, to oblige 
the learned Lord on the woolfack, who feemed to have a wifh for 
fome knowledge of the fubjecl, he would inform him, diat he in- 
tended to introduce a bill, for the purpofe of getting it an z6k of 
Parliament, to prohibit His Majefty's Minifters and all others from 
ipterferiT^ witji the internal affairs of France, either by bribing; 
them to infurre(5llon6, or diftating aj» to their form of Government ; 
and fo much horror and deteilation had he of this crime, that he 
iptendcd to propofe the gon^n^iifiq^ of it to be felony, without ths 
benefit of clergy, 

The queftion for fummoning the Houfe on Friday, die 4th of 
April, was then put and ordered. 

Earl STANHOPE then' faid, he (hould trouble them widi 
another motion, not intending to divide the Houfe upon it, but to 
have it on the journals ; this was, that the Lord Chancellor be di- 
redled to write to every nobl^ Peer, defiring him to attend his duty 
qn that day. This he recolle6tcd had been done not long fince, and , 
he wifhed it adopted on the prefent OQcafioq. 

Thi§ was put gnd negatived, 

fFednefdofl Q,6th March^ 

Lord GRENVILLE laid th^ papers moved for yefterday upon 
the table ; the titles of them being read, his Lordfliip moved, 
^* That His M?je%'fi meffage might be read." He then faid, that 
being convinced thjje poqlej be bqt one opinion in the Houfe upoii 
tjie fubjedl of the meffage, and that fbey were all inclined to give 
^very poffibl^ ^lid and fuj)port tq Hi§ Majcfty, xipon the prefent og^ 
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C3(ion» ta taiTrf on a jiift and neceffary war, he would, \f ithoirf 
Isirther prcfecc, move, ** That an humble addreft be prcfented td 
His Majefty^ thanking His M^yefty for his communication giveh fe> 
iiicm by his meiTage, and afluring His Majefiy that they were dc- 
fifous t» give him every poflTiblc aid in carrying on the juft and fle* 
tef&ry war in which he was engaged." 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, he did not rife for the pur- 
pofe of oppofing the addrefs, though he could have wifhedlhat if 
iKid been worded in fiich a manner a»to have produced ^ac nnani- 
inity in the Houfe which he always wiflied to fee upon fuch oeea- 
fiofts: the wcHrdiB he obje6ilcd to were, ** juft and neceffary wiir.'* 
la die meffiige of yefterday tfwre was nothing that made thefe words 
oeceflary in the adck^s ; and confidering that every nobk Lord in 
that Houfe was inclined le> give every poffible ait! ta His Majefty, 
that the emergency required, he was ftirprifed that Minifters could 
introduce words that provoked obfervations, which would never 
kavc been made had they been left out of the addi'cTs. He never 
would have hinted any fort of oppofition on the fubjedl as he harf 
done on a former d9,f, if he had known that the meffage was to be 
worded as he now found it, becaufe, when he confidered what had* 
fermerly been faid, he underftood, that the meffage was to afk their 
Xordfhip's approbation to the plan of augmenting the land forces, 
in a manner riiat was equally new and unconftiturional ; whereas, 
if" the fenfe of rt, and the vv'ords on which that fenfe was exprcffed, 
only ftated, that in confequence of an expefted attack arid invafion* 
from the enemy upon this country. His Majefty had thought it ne- 
csffary to augment hi« land forcesj and called upon that Houfe* for 
their aid, it was an aid, that he was fure under fuch circumftances^ 
every man in the country would be ready to grant. Having (aid 
this much, and only wiftiing for the fake of unanimity that thefe 
words had not been introduced into the addrefs, it was not his In- 
tention to fay more upon it. But with regard to the papers on the 
table he had a very different opinion; and as he conceived them to 
be of a nature pcrfeftly unprecedented and illegal, in fo far as they 
went to give powers to the Crown which had never been given, and 
were always looked after in the moft jealous manner : He meant 
a grant' to raife an armed force within the kingdom, and to allow 
fnbfcriptions to be appropriated by the Executive Government, and 
at its.difpofal. He thought that as- far as concerned the external 
fafety of the country, Minifters were doing right by taking every ftep 
to ftrengthen the country againft the dreaded attm»k from the enemy, 
adthough he could not allow them any credit for the condu<S they 
^^ purfued, and which, h^d brought thp country into fuch ^'fitua-t 
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tion as they now found it to be. Had he xx -any of hb friends laft 
year prcdiftcd the probability of fuch an emergency, they would havfc 
bcsen told that their minds were fo diftorted and their heads derar^ed 
by French principles and French connexions, tiiat they were talking 
in die moft wild and extravagant manner- At that time, after all 
the alarm that they had been able to create, it had been faid that 
two thoufaiKi men fent over from this country had fecured Holland, 
deftroyed the greater part of thofe mifcreants, and would foon anni- 
hilate the reft ; and now when all thefe chimerical fears are feouted 
even by thofe ' who propagated them laft year, Minifters found k 
hecdffary to call for the ftrongcft fupport that the country could give» 
while they boafted at the fame time of the great fucceffcs and advan* 
tages we had obtained, as much as to prove that the principal alarms 
of laft year had become real now* Under thefe impreffions, and 
with the opinions which he had given of the papers on the table, 
which, though never regularly before Parliament,- had been publicly 
known, canvaffed at county meetings, and ccmiments made upon 
them in varbus ways, he thought it his duty to give notice, that 
on Friday next he would make a motion upon that fubjed; and 
fedhefbre moved that the Lords (bould be fummoncd. 

Vifcount SYDNEY conceived it rather Angular, that when 
Parliament had voted their fupport to the prefent juft and neceffary 
war, any noble Lord (hould ftand up in his place and defire thft 
Honfe to undo that which they had fo immediately done. It almoft 
appeared as if a certain defcription of men made it a rule to objeft 
to every meafure which would ftrengthen this country againft in 
avowed enemy, and that in doing this they exceeded the bounds cf 
that reafon by which they had in Parliament pledged themfelves to 
fupport the war. Were the majorit)'', the great majority of Parlia* 
ment, to fubmit to th6 dicftates of fo very fmall a minority, and iti 
contradidlbn to their own fendments fey. We will not call the pfe- 
fent war a juft and a neceffary one, after we have already, in the 
moft folemn manneF, decided it to be fo ? The idea was a ridicule 
upon common fenfe, and could only proceed from a mind deter- 
mined to find fault with every propofition which had the appearance 
of doing a benefit to this country. 

The Earl of DERBY faid he rofe mierely in confequcnce of what 
had fallen from the laft fpeaker, who feemed to think' that thofe no*^ 
He Lords who thought, as he did, that this was an improper, mi* 
necaiSavy, unjuft, and deftrudive war, had no right to fay fo m that 
Houfe, OP tell it to the country at large, who were the fufferers, al* 
though they w^eas zealous^ fteady, and real friends to their Kif^ 
and country as any defcription of men whatever. In the cafe of any 
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dreaded invafion, infarrcdion, or rebellion, neither of "v<rbich he 
had any fears about, he was perfectly fure that there was none irt 
that Houfe, or out of it, that would (hew more attachment to the 
intercfts of their country, or make greater exertions for its internal 
defence than they would, however much they muft reprobate the 
cohdu£t which had brought it into a perUous iituation. He thought 
the noble Vifcount had accufed his noble friend of oppofing merely 
from party motives, in a very unbecoming and unwarrantable man* 
ner, even if he proceeded upon miftake ; but from his manner he 
was rather inclined to think it was a willing miftake* 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, the noble Lord (Sydney) 
muft have forgot the fentiments which aduatcd him, when he ^aa 
in oppofition, if he afferted that a fixed oppofition to Minifters alway*^ 
diftinguifhed oppofition. What had been propheficd had now come 
to pafs, which- was manifefted by the predicament in which the coun* 
try was at prefent. During the laft feflion their Lordftiips were af- 
fured that 2000 men fent into Holland would render France an ealy 
conqueft ; but if any man had then prcdifted that the war would 
have given rife to the prefent meafure, he would have been ftigma- 
tifed as a Jacobine, and a man whofe head and heart were devoted 
t6 French connexions. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, when the noble Earl brought forward 
his motion he would be ready to hear the arguments in fupport of 
it, and to deliver the fame opinion upon the papers alluded to that 
he had been prepared to do that day. He confidered the meafure 
to be warranted and fupported by law, by precedent, and authority, 
as well as found policy and expedience, which he would ftate to the 
Houfe whenever the difcuflion took place. With regard to the 
words juft and neceflary war, he ftiould be extremely forry ever to 
concede or compromife matters fo far with thofe who had oppofed 
the meafures of Government, and the whole cortduft of the war, 
tus to obtain their unanimity upon any proper and neceflary ftep, by 
fuch a facrifice to their opinions, as relinquiihing thofe which he 
had and would continue to hold on the expediency, the juftice, and 
the neceffity of the war. As to. the difference of circumftances be- 
tween laft year and now, he was particularly proud and happy to 
reflcdHipon what had happened, upon the very fame grounds that 
the noble Earl had contrafted them. At that time he had, fatd^ 
that a fmall number of Britifti troops, under the command of a Bri- 
tilh Prince, had the effedt under thefe circumftances, not only to 
favc Holland, but materially to repel the progrefs of the enemy 4 
and as to his prcdidion about the deftru6tion of thofe who were tb^ 
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in power in France, what had happtencd wkhin die recoUedUon of 
every body, would fervc as his anfwer- 

Vifcount SYDNEX explained, and juftified himfelf from any 
willing miftake in cenfuting the arguments of the noble Earl. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, it was rather ftrangc that 
the noble Lord who thought the exprcflion, juft and neceffary war, 
fo effential in the addrefs, fliould have approved of the meiTage, in 
which .there were no fuch words. 

The Earl of GUILDFORD agreed perfeaiy with his noble 
friends in what they had faid refpedKng the right which every noble 
Lord had to objedt to the words of the addrefs, however willing 
they might be to agree to the general purport of it. He noticed 
what had been faid about unanin)ity, which feerhed to be defpifed in 
that Houfe by fome noble Lords, veiy improperly in his opinion, 
becaufe in all que(tions of the fame nature and importance as the 
prcfcnt, he confidered that unanimitv was a A^ery effential point. 
Since he had been in the habits of differing from thofe who were in 
His Majefty's Councils, he had-fevcral times found it his duty to 
fupport their meafures, particularly in the two cafes of the Dutch 
war and the Spanifli war, but that was no reafon why he fhould 
agree to words in an addrefs, which were direftly and confcienti- 
oufly the reverie of his opinion on the prcfent war, although as far 
as regarded the fafety of this country from any attack, or invafion, 
no man would be more aelive in fupport of its defence. He then 
replied to the inconfiftent ailments ofthe noble Secretary of State, 
who gloried fo much in the difference between the fituation of the 
country laft year and now : then it was faid to be in ten times more 
danger, and His Majefty*s Minifters had taken no ftep whatever for 
its defence ; now that die difference was fo great and advantageous 
as to give the noble Lord fo much pride aud happinel^, they were 
forced to come tor Parliament and appeal to the country for affiftapce, 
on account ofthe dangers to be apprehended from the threatened at- 
tack 6t iovafion of the enemy. 

The Marquis TOWNSHEND faid a few words on the juftice. 
and neceffity of the war ; and as for as he was acquainted with the 
fentjments of the country, the people were anxious and only waited 
the fandion of Parliament to rife in its defence ; If this was done, 
the -manufadlurers and lowfcr claffes would fuffer the moft, and 
therefore it became the nobility and the rich to contribute to the cx- 
pence. There never could be but one reafon againft it, and that 
was by keeping a great ftrength at honx; we might weaken our power 
abroad, which, he h'oped would not be the cafe, for that wbuld be 
like keepings great force within a garrifon that was to be attacked, 
Vol. XXXVIIL J a 
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dnd leaving the totworks, by which alone an attack could be made^ 
entirely unprotected. 

The Lord CHANCELLOR then put the queftion upon the 
acldrefsy which pafTed, as he faid, nem. cm. 

Earl STANHOPE faid: No, my Lord, I feid " not content/' 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE gave notice that, on Tuefday 
ic'nnight, he would make a motion on the fubjc(?l of fome late ju- 
dicial proceedings in Scotland. His Lordfliip faid, he had heard 
that a petition had been prefentcd from the parties, and referred to 
the Scotch Judges, who had reported upon it ; if that was the cafe^ 
the regular mode would be to have thefe papers before the Houfe, 
He afked the noble Lord on the woolfack if there was any impro-r 
|)riety in his moving for them ? 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, he knew of no fuch peti- 
tion, or report ; if there were any, he agreed with the noble EarU 
that they (hould be referred to the Houfe \ however, as there was 
fufficient time before the motion was to come on, he would give 
the noble Earl as early information as he could upon the fubjaS. 
He feid, a communication had taken place on the fubjeft, between 
the Secretary of State and the Judges in Scotland, and he was ex^ 
ceedingly forry, from the arguments it contained, that it was of a 
nature and in a form that could rpt regularly be laid before the 
Houfe. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, he muft wait for that infer* 
nutton which the noble Lord had promifed \ he underftood that 
there was fuch a paper as he had alluded to, and was perfciilly fa^ 
tisfied that if fuch a petition, and the proceedings upon it, exificd^ 
^ey (hould be laid before the Houfe. 

The Houfe was then fummoned for Tuefday the 8 th of April. 

Friday y %%th March. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE began by faying, that although 
he had frequently intruded on the Houfe, he could not be accufed 
of having called the attention of thetr Lordfhips on trivial fubjcdls. 
He had this day to fubmit to their Lordfliips' confideration a few 
obfervations, on as important a fi^bjeft, in his mind, as ever ar- 
refted the attention of Parliament. There were two points, which 
he would particularly contend were highly unconftitutional, and on 
which their Lordfliips always manifefted, when called upon, the 
utmoft jealoufy, Thefe were the augmentation of His Majefly's 
forces, and the levying of money for the qfe of the Executive Go- 
vernment, without the previous confcnt of Parliament. With re- 
|;ard to th^ one and tliic Other, their real importance muft be obvious 
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to their Lordfhips. In all the various regulations for augmenting 
His Majefty's forces, and landing foreign troops in this kingdom^ 
our anceftors, his Lordfhip remarked, were extremely jealous ; nojr 
was cither ever fuffered without the previous confcnt of Parliament. 
The prefent extraordinary attempt to extend the power of the Ciown, 
was fuch as called for the reprobation of cfveiy man who valued the . 
Conftitution, and loved the liberty of his country. This extraor- 
dinary attempt of His Majefty*s Minifters to ratfe money without 
the confcnt of Pariiament, was a novelty that could not be borne 
out by precedent. The raifing of a fi)rce, as fuggefted in the cir- 
cular letter to the Lords Lieutenants of the different counties, wa«' 
anomalous in itfelf, and very alarming to the country. His Lord-' 
fhip obferved, that the Houfe ihould take into its contemplation, 
the anarchy that prevailed in the neighbouring countr)%— and here 
he entreated them to reflc6^, that France, for her own internal pro- 
tedlion, had raifed troops in a fimi^ar manner to that recommended 
in the circular letter to the Lords Lieutenants of the various counties;' 
and what, he aiked, was the confequencc? — that they were now 
obliged to have rccourfe to troops of tlie third requifition. This, 
he trufted, was not an ominous circomftancc, but at all events it 
was a matter that fhould make fomc impreffion on their- Lordfhips^' 
He conceived, that by raifing troops in this unconftitutional man- 
ner, the Parliament was deprived of an invaluable privilege. How 
then would the right honourable Chancellor of the Exchequer recon- 
cile the meafure to his confcicnce ? He had heard that gentleman,^ 
and many Lords had heard him alfo, harangue on tlie blcffings c# 
our excellent Conftitution. He who lately refifted even -a fpirit of 
amelioration ;-^who would not rifk any alteration even for the pur- 
pofc of that reformation which he formerly fo zealoufly and warmly 
recommended by this late meafure, would endanger the whole of 
the Conftitution. What, iiis Lordfhip afked, could have induced , 
M-inifters not to have confulted Parliament before they had recx)urf4J 
to a meafure thus illegal and unconftitutional ? Was the exigency 
fo great, or was the Parliament fo conftituted that it couW riotkt 
trufted ? Muft It rclinquifti its power, he aflccd, <o the difcretion ci 
an individual without the approbation of the pctople, taken through 
the medium of the rcpfefontatives ? If the phn was even legallfed^ 
ftiU, in its prefent ftatc, it was crude and indige'^ed. The various 
plana: exhibited no one regular fyftem of defence. A fyftem-of <ie-^ 
fence adopted according to the caprice of each individual, muft €i(k 
the uniformity of the whole, and could never be of the leaft advan-^ 
lage to the internal defence of the kingdom. His Lotxifhip obfervedi 
Aat when he and iiis friends had propQfcd a reformation in Parlia- 
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fpcnU Axih as originated with Mr. Pitt and tlie Duke of Richmond, 
at die Thatched Houfe, they were vilified as Jacobins, and Levellers ; 
•*— But they could now retort that language, and fay^ that the hete- 
rogenous plans propofed by His Majedy's Miniflersi appeared as if 
they originated with Danton and his aflbciates, for they were ina- 
dequate to any gooc^purpofe ; and partook of all that confufion which 
had di(tinguiflied the proceedings of the requifitions of France. He 
infifted that by this meafure Minifters gave the greateft pofTible tri- 
Vn^ph to the enemies of the country, as it cxpqfed their weaknefs, 
and gave the people an opportuility.of manifefling their oppofition to 
the war> and demonftrating the unpopularity of Admlni Aratioil, 
which had been the confequence in more inflances than one. This 
augmentation of the army, without the confent of Parliament, was 
not only unconftitutional, but it added confiderably to Jthe influence 
of the Crown, and every extenfion of the prerogative of the Execu- 
tive Power, threatened the remaining liberties of the country. It 
was too much, he faid, in the fame fcflion, to have to combat doc- 
^nes, inimical in the extreme, to the fpirit of the Conflitution, 
fuch as the railing money and forces, and landing foreign troops 
without the previous confent of Parliament. His LordlKip obferved, 
that in the laft century. Parliament, with rcfpc^t to the prefent mea-« 
fure, evinced extreme jealoufy, and (hewed a ftrong oppofition to 
any encroachment on its privileges. Having fearched . into hiftory, 
theife was nothing like the prefent meafure to be found, except in 
the very worft of times. The precedents on the other hand were 
many, that fliewed the extreme jealoufy which Parliament ^had ever 
held on the two points in confideration— the levying of money, and 
the keeping up an armed force within the kingdom illegally, Tind 
without the confent of Parliament. He read the opinion of m;^ 
Lord Coke, quoted the different afts froxn the time of Richard IIL 
to the 13th Charles IL and read fomc of Mr. Hargrave's notes, 
all of which went diredlly againft benevolences or private aids of 
any defcription.for public purpofes, and at the difpofal of die Exe- 
cutive Government. He then confirmed his aiguments by the Bill 
of Rights, which cxprefsly flated the illegality of fuch meafures.— * 
He obfervedy that fome ncblc Lords were very eager in calling out 
hear him^ hear hiin! when that fort of notice was taken of any 
jthing faid, it was generally fuppofed that thofe who did fo, had It 
in their power to found fome argument in reply to the perfon fpeak- 
ing, :but he could not imagine that any thing different from what 
he had inferred and i^ated could be made out from thofe flatutes. 
So ftrongly did he fee the illegality of the proceeding, that notliin^f 
'%h Minifters could do fubfequently, to Icgalife the meafure 
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could make him think they were to be j unified in what they bad ( 

done. He iniifted that this meafure and others lately attempted^ 
tended to increafe the influence of the Crown, and to diminiHi the 
privil^es of Parliament and of the people— an influence which had 
already grown to fuch extent, that it had been on a former occalion 
thought neceflary, by a charadler of the flril eminence, afxi agreed 
to by the Houfe of Commons to come to a refolution, chat the in- 
fluence of the €rown had incrcafed— was increaflng — and ought to 
be diminiflied ; and this doctrine was fupported upon the reafoning 
of one of the greatcft authorities he could mention— Judge Black- 
flone. That this influence fliould be fo alarming at that timci was 
a Tcrious confldcration for their Lord(hip$ in the prcfent moment of 
war, and the prefent war in particular tended to increafe the influ- 
ence of the Crown, the great patronage of the naval and military 
appointnients, and the number of places and commiflions ncceflary 
only in time of war, added .in no fmall decree to that influence. 
With regard to the communications between Minifters and the dif-* 
fercnt counties, who was there that could afiirm there were no pri- 
vate communications ; that there were no inftru<?^ions^ given to any 
Lord Lieutenants to hold out to tltbfe whom they wifhed to fub- 
fcribe, that their ferviccs would be remembered ? And having fa- 
milies, connexions, and various views of intcrcft and dependence, 
nobody could fay that this did not produce a confiderable degree of 
influence. As to whatever anfwers came to tlufe minifterial com- 
munications, he would therefore fay, that they did not contain the 
real and genuine fentiments of the people, but proceeded from a 
fyftem of corruption which could not be avowed. Befldes, this 
power of infliience exiftcd in all times of war ; in the prefent wat 
it had l)cen confpicuoufly evinced, that Minifters held an extraordi- 
nary power of punifliment for all thofe who difapproved of their 
meafures. Every one who fpokc, wrote, or fignified in any way 
his difapprobation of their conduct, was branded with the naipe of 
Jacobin, rebel, traitor, and every term of opprobrium that could 
be invented. He was certainly juftifiable in tiis remark, when it 
was notorious and avowed that newfpapers were paid by Govcrn-f 
ment, whofe folc purpofe feemed td be to vilify, calumniate, and 
traduce thofe who were in oppofition to Adminiftration ; and fome 
of them had gone the length of impudently infinijatinj, that there 
Were n|en of charader and confequence in tl>is country, in the pay 
of France. He faw with regret upon many lat« occafions, that great 
talents were ufcd in a very improper manner, in his mind, to defend 
mcafures haftily and imprudently entered into, that could not, or 
Would not, have been defenJcd, had ;he fame guerdons been i^U 
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tited bc^c tl»c ciTCumftanccs ttxft pl^cc. He camc^ l3ien to the 
prcc^ms :— there •%»'«■€ varioHS ways <rf Taifitig forces, but there 
\tcrc only four irtftatioes that he bcjieved would be even mentioned 
that mght, t*vefc were in 1746, 1759, 1778, and 1782. In 
the cafe of 1746, he quoted Lord Hardwicke'« opinion on the il- 
ligality of levying men or money from the people, without confent 
of Parliament. He likewife ftated the ncceflfity and emergency of 
Ae time, confidcrarions which did not at all apply at prefent ; no 
more did that of 1759, hut m thefe inftances, there had been an 
antecedent communication to ParKament. He would not allow 
what happened in 1778, tobea precedent, and quoted Lord Cha- 
tham's opinion and conduft at that time. In 1 782, the only rca- 
foh why there was no pre\nous coitimunication, was, that it was 
iinpra6t:icablc. He ftated this to be quite a new and uirfieard-of 
force in Great Britain, which thcfe letters recommended, and begged 
leave to call their Lordfhips' attention to that only legal and con- 
ftitutional force within the kingdom, which had been fo often 
praifcd, and fpoken of in the moft refpc6lable terms' — ^thc Militia. 
This known, cftabliflied, and regular force, cannot be called out, 
even in any emergenc\% without calling Parliament together in 14* 
days after ; and yet if the meafure in queftion is to be pronounced 
legal, this new fort of force for internal defence may be called upon 
whenever it may fuit Minifters or the Secretary of State. A force 
fo indefinite in its nature, that nobody knew a name 5)r it ; it was 
one thing in this county, and another in that. At every different 
meeting, different opinions were ftarted ; — in the county of Edin- 
burgh, one gentleman had come forward and faid, it was their bu- 
finefs to fupport the Government and Conftitution of the coun'tryi 
but not by raifing foldiers : the navy had always been the defence 
ef England, and therefore he projx3fcd that they fhould fubfcribe fjr 
building fhips or manning the navy. Others again might be better 
pleafed with the mode of defending the coaft by fortifications, on 
^hich fuch enormous fums had been already expended, and might 
fubfcribe their money for that purpofe. It would feem that Mini- 
fters might accept or refufe whatever fort of fubfcriptions they 
thought proper, and apply the money in whatever way they pleafed ; 
but, in his opinion, all plans were equally illegal that had not the 
confent of Parliament. The whole fubjedl was in itfelf extremely 
fimple and plain, and the praflice of the Houfe in all money bills 
^as an illuftration of it ; and, whilft from regard to the privileges 
of each Houfe of Parliament, neither branch of the Legiflaturc was 
allowed to go beyond its proper and afccrtained limits \ was it legal 
that th^ people 0iould do that Mrhlch no branch of tlic Lcgiflature 
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could do ? Hi indded that there (hould be information always ^veQ 
to Parliament, before money could be levied from the people ; and 
every loan or aid of whatever nature^ fhould be limited to a fpccific 
fum. Hci contended that this method of increafing the internal force 
of the country, was, even if legal, unfavourable to the idea of 
keeping up that external force againft France, which, upon the 
caufes of the war, as given laft year by Minifters, they muft think 
neceffary ; and he could not help faying, that from an offenfive war 
againfft that country, appearances fccmcd to point out that we were 
now reduced to the ncceflity of turning it into a dcfenfive war. 
Whether this proceeded from the real ftate that the country was in, 
or the unfucccfsful attempts that we had made, he knew not ; but 
this meafure feemcd to proceed moftly from a wifh that Minifter$ 
had to obtain from the people, by agreeing to this fubfcription, fuch 
an approbation of their mcafures as they could brir^ to Parliament^ 
as the opinion of the peoplp at large ; and in this grafp at popularit)^, 
by this rafh and unprecedented ftep, they had entirely forgotten the 
Gonftitution, and left it out of their fight. With regard to the 
opinion of the people, that w^ fufficicntly evinced by the reccptioa' 
the meffage had met with in different parts of the country ; in 
Hertfordfhire the propofal had been refufcd, and fo in Effex. la 
Oxford(]r»ire they had got rid of it by an empty compliment of their 
confidence in the Msniftcr, a quarter from which he might have 
looked for more folid fupport. In Warwicklhire, thofe who had 
met had done what he thought fliould aflFord an example to the 
whole country — they had come to a refolution " that they would 
fupport Government, and defend the country to their utmoft, in any 
manner approved of, and confentcd to, by the King, Lords, and 
Commons, in Parliament affcmbled," He then noticed the pro* 
ceedings of the county of Surry, and particularly the advertifement, 
which, befides calling a meeting to coUeft the opinion of the people, 
held forth fuch hints and infinuations, that they were little (hort of 
threats to all who did not agree to the purpofe for which it was called, 
Thofe who did agree to fubfcribe were to be reckoned friends to Go- 
vernment, and thofe who did not were to be conlidered as marked 
men. They however eamc to one refolution, which was highly 
proper, and feveral noble Lords prcfcnt had concurred in it, and 
figned it ; he trufted he \vould have their fupport as to the illegality 
ot this rcquiiitich. 

In Scotland, where meetings are not managed with fo much tt^ 
giilarity, the matter had been carried farther. He had a letter^ 
which he read, from the Sheriff of Berwickfliire, ftating the pro- 
^pcd'mgs of a county meeting, where they agreed to fubfcribe accffici* 
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$ng to their landed property, but at the fame time thought they had 
no right to tax thofc who were abfent, without their confent, and 
therefore had written to all fuch proprietors, dating what they had 
done from their love of the country and conftitution, and asking for 
their concurrence. Now he, for one, did hot approve of theit 
conduct ; and oh this account, was it to be faid that he had lefs 
love for the conftitution than thofe gentlemen ? This doftrine, of 
men being marked who were in oppofition to the meafures of Ad- 
mini(bration> he faw carried to si greater length, and expreflcd in 
plainer language, the farther he went from the capital. In fhort, 
the prefcnt meafure was "nothing but a forced loan— money extorted 
from the people, from an apprehenfionofthc rifk that all thofe who 
refufcd it mud run of being reproached with twtty calumny that 
malice can fuggeft. He recapitulated the magnitude of the queftion, 
'which irtvolved two moft importarit points ; firft, the levying of 
monfey from the people— and next, the keeping an armed force in 
the coontry without the confent or fanftion of Parlia>nent. He ad- 
vifed Miniftcr^ to confider that what they had done rafhly they 
ought to revife coolly, and not obftinately refufe that redrefs to th'e 
country which their obftinacy and blunders called for. He warned 
them, if from that fame obftinacy they meant to carr)' on the war, 
with the melancholy profpedl now before them, not to depend upoft 
the prefent meafure as a fuitable rcfourcc or expedient for that pur- 
pofe. They might, from an acquiefcence' in this fubfcfiption, de- 
rive fome apparent popularity to their condu6t, but they ought to 
"have the fiite of France before their eyes ; let them recoiled that 
the patriotic gifts of that country, which they had efteemed as. a re- 
fource for carrying on the war, foon produced a forced loan. He 
. concluded by moving, " That it is a dangerous and unconftitutional 
meafure, for the people of this country to grant to the Executive 
Government any private aid, benevolence, or fubfcription, for 
public purpofes, without the confent of Parliament." 

Lord HAWKESBURY denied the conclufion that the noble 
Earl had drawn from his premifes, becaufe thofe premifcs were not 
cftablifhcd. In the firft place helhould take upon him to fay, with 
the grcatcft confidence of the feci being incontrovertiye, that the 
fubjeds had, at all times, in cafe of a war, a right voluntarily to 
come forward, and aid and aflift, either pcrfonally or by money, the 
executive arm of Government, in fupport of a war fanftioned by 
the voice of Parliament. Were the fubje(St not allowed to 60 this, 
his liberty would, indeed, be confined within narrow bounds. His 
Lordlhip did, he was rather furprifcd, after all which had been faid 
on* this fubjeft in former debates, that any r;itional mail wouW 
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venture to come forward, and, under a pretence of defending the 
conftitution from a violation of its letter, attempt to arreft the ar- 
dour of the people from prefcrving its fpirit. He did not by this 
mean to infinuate that there could exift the fmalleft attack on any 
of our moil valuable privileges by the meafure which feemed fo op- 
probrious to the noble Earl who made the motion. Government 
was only copying that very line of conducS purfuecj by its predeccf^ 
fors for a long feries of years, and which conduft had never been 
attended with the fmalleft injury to the conftitution. On the con- 
trary, it had been the means of faving it. In refpeft to what the 
noble Earl had advanced on the fubjeft, fo far as his argument 
went to the years 1746, 1759, and 1782, the real and true de- 
duction made againft, and not for, his Lordfhip's argument.— 
Troops were then raifed by individuals, and paid by them, for the 
common defence of the empire ; and he ever held, and would hold, 
that in times of rebellion, of infurrecJJion, and of threatened inva- 
fions. Government had a right to fet fuch a pradice in motion, fub- 
mitting the propriety of it in as fpeedy a manner as poflible to Par- 
liament. He referred the noble Lord to the debates in 1782, 
whpn this meafUre was moft fully difcufled and decided upon in fa- 
vour of its propriety by their Lordfhips, on a divilion of 9^ to 30 ; 
and if the noble Earl was honeftly and fairly to draw a diftinftion 
of principle between the enemy we had then to contend with, arid 
the dreadful v/retches againft whofe deftru6Hve principles we were 
now waging war, he perhaps would not be furprifed at the very 
fmall minority that muft, if he ventured to divide the Houfe, be on 
his fide of the queftion that night. 

The noble Lord faid, the main purport of the queftion went to 
this point : Had a rich man, in fupport of a war fanftioned by 
Parliament, a right to give part of his fubftance to the fupport of 
that war, in order to eafe the burdens of the poor, or had he not? 
The noble Earl furely could not venture to fay, " No, he; fhall 
not ; every fubje6t (hall be iffeffed alike, whether he is or whether 
he is not able to pay that affcffment:" and thus on a fyftem of equa- 
lity, in a cafe of emergency, do that which was diametrically oppo- 
litc to juftice, to reafon, and to common fenfe. The rich had a 
lai^e property at ftake, and it was but equity that they fliould come 
forward when that property was in danger, and liberally fubfcribe 
towards its protedlion. The man who ftood up againft fuch a mat- 
ter as this, was no friend either to the manufa<Sturer or labourer. 
As to what had fallen from^lhe noble Earl refpeSing the 13th of 
Charles the Second, and the ift of Richard the Third, they were 
cafes not at all in point. The noble Lord then quoted all the great 
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law authorities that had deUycred their opinions on this point, 
among whom was the Lord Hardwicke, one of the moft fpotlefs 
chara£fers that ever prefidcd in a Court of Juftice. Thcfe enlight- 
ened, and he could truly fay, patriotic men were decidedly of opinion, 
that it was legal and conftitutional to call in the aids, or benevo- 
lences, if the noble Earl liked the word better, of the fubjeft to 
affift the Executive Government in cafes of danger, fubmitting the 
matter immediately After to the confideration of Parliament. Th« 
cafe however in the prefent inftance was ftrongcr than this ; for Par- 
liament had, in a principal meafure, voted the neceflit}^ of fo doings 
before it was propofed to the Lords Lieutenants of the counties. He 
infifted that it was a miftatement of faft, where it was afferted that 
fubfcriptions were folicited by His Majefty's Minifters before thfc 
county had decided on the propriety of fuch a ftep. The fed was, 
and the circular letter fpoke the truth, that nothing more was done 
than deliring the Lieutenants to call county meetings for fuch pur- 
pofe, who might come to a refolution, but who certainly were riot 
to fubfcribe one farthing until the plan was fanciioncd by Parliament. 
Was this an aft inimical to the Conftitution ? Did this militate 
againft Magna Charta or the Bill of Rights ? Did this threaten the 
rights and liberties of the fubjedl ? Or did it add to the prerogative 
of the Crown ? There was no man could fav it was an extenfion 
of the rojral power, to permit a man to fubfcribe, or not to fubfcribe, 
as his ideas of the juftice of the cafe led him, to the fupport of the 
prefent war. There was no compulfion in the cafe, it was an aft 
that left the fubjeft tt) his own free agency ; and invention muft be 
tortured indeed to find out an argument that carried even a (hadow 
of reafon tliat militated againft the true patriotifm and the real juf- 
tice of the meafure. He afked the noble Earl, whether to levy 
menj in cafes of emergency, was an a£t militating againft the Con- 
ftitution ? For if it was, then every augmentation of oui* forces on 
the prefent occafion was illegal. For men could not aft: without 
fomething to fupport them, and yet this was the common praftice 
in time of war. Forts could not be repaired, batteries could not 
be raifed, and (hips could not be manned without mohey, and yet 
all thefe afts preceded an application to Parliament. What then 
was the prefent aft? It did not raife the money, it only took a ftep 
prfcparatoiy to that bufinefs ; nor was it ever in the contemplation of 
His Majcfty's MinifterS to raife a corps qf men and fupport them 
by private fubfcription. Their conduft was the direft contrary, for 
the meafure "of augmentation was conftitutionally mentioned in "a 
meffage from His Majefty to Parliament, to which Parliament gave 
^ its unanimous aflent. The next ftep wis, how and in what man- 
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ner to fubfift thefc men, fo as to be leaft burdenfomc to thofe who 
were leaft able to bear the burden ? An application in general 4:0 the 
peo^e was deemed the moft expedient, and the leaft oppreflive, be- 
cause it left to the people the right of judging among themfelves who 
was, and who was not, able to contribute to the fupport of the addi- 
tional force. Tliis naturally threw the burden on the rich, and of 
courfe muft leffen the weight on the poor. Whereas, if the mattct 
had come in another ftiape to Parliament, the tax muft have fallen 
equally on all. How, Aerefore, this could be called an unconfti- 
tutional dodtrine, was a folecifm in politics that none but thofe few 
who combated the idea could folve. They had their reafon, no 
doubtj for oppofition, but on what juftice that oppofition was 
grounded, did not at prefent appear. The noble Lord concluded 
with obferving, that as the motion made by the noble pari was to- 
tally unneceffary, and as it might tend to give an idea diat His Ma- 
jefty's Minifters had aded wrong in this bufinefs, though the words 
did not exprefsly fay fo, nor the conduct of Government come with- 
in their apparent meaning, he (hould move the previous queftion. 

The Earl of MACCLESFIELD faid, that if the noble Earl 
thought that the fubfaription was abandoned in Oxfordftiire, he was 
jnifinformed. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid he had only ftated what he 
had heard with refpeft to Oxfordftiire ; and that from very refped- 
able autliority. * 

The Earl of WARWICK faid, what had been done with re- 
ipeft to the country of Warwick, was at a meeting held at the St. 
Alban's Tavern, where there were only a few gentlemen prefent, 
and where he had been called to the chair. He had not yet received 
an anfwer to ttie letter he had fent to the High Sheriff, but from 
the communications which he had from the Magiftrates, he could 
declare that the gentlemen of the county were too well acquainted 
with their dut}', in times of public danger, not to^fubfcribp cheer- 
fully to promote the interefts of the country, and to conform to 
whatever King, Lords, and Commons fliould think proper. His 
J-ordfhip faid that he did not conceive it proper that any man (hould 
throw obftacles in the way of a meafure calculated to promote the 
welfare of the kingdom. For hk,own part he would adl as a friend 
to the Conftitution and a friend to Government. 

The Earl of DERBY faid it was always with diffidence and 
pain to himfelf that he troubled the Houfe, and no man was more 
averfe to throw ng obftacles in the way of Government upon trivial 
grounds ; but certainly the fame meafures might ftrike different 
men in different ways* and he owned that he faw this meafure in. 
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another light from the noble Earl who fpoke laft. H6 approved 
much of the proceedings in the county of Warwick, and confidered 
the fandJiun of Parliament to be ihcjine qua non. As to compulfion, 
which another noble Lord had dwelt fo much upon, he would aflc 
if there was not more than one fort of compulfion ? Might not a 
man, from many reafon^ that could not be called compulfion, do a 
thing he conceived not to be ftriftly right, rather than expofe him- 
felf to the reproaches, however merited, that, from the temper of 
the times, he Was liablie to, if he did not agree to it ? This, he 
knew, as a fad, that perfons had fubfcribed who difapproved entirely 
of the meafure, and had told him, merely becaufe they forefaw the 
manner in which they would be mifreprefentcd if they did not. 
This might be called compulfion on the mind, and to any feeling, 
mind was as great a compulfion as any that could be impofed. He 
confidered this requifition, (the only name it could properly receive,) 
as perfedHy againft all the ftatutes tliat had been quoted. As to the 
word " defirable," it was enough that thofe who did not acquiefcc 
were to be confidered as marked men. Another objcSion- to this 
mode, was its ufelefliiefs for the defence of the country: the Public 
were not uniform in their opinions : one county was for a rcgimqnt 
of fencibles, another for a company, a third for cavalry, and in this 
disjointed and confufed way was it poffible that fuch forcesrcould ever 
be brought to adl properly together, upon any emergency, like re- 
gular difciplined militia ? With regard to the appropriation of thefc 
fums fubfcribed, the counties had no information ; it was indeed 
ftated, that they were to be under the controul of a Committee, but 
what Committee ? Nobody, knew. The precedents that had been 
brought forward in fupport of the meafure did not at all apply. He 
ftated the opinion of Earl Mansfield on the cafe of 1778, but like- 
wife reminded the Houfe how it was anfwered by Earl Camden. He 
then faid, that majorities were not always in the right; he, for 
one, had long been in a majority that he would repent of all his life 
time, it was for carrying on the American war ; he faw his error 
amongfl the firft who did, and like wife faw that majority dwindle 
into a minority. Minifters muft be convinced, that in their hurry, 
which was the word way of doing any thing, they had done wrong ; 
and as it was never too late to do well, they (hould acknowledge 
their error, and make amends for it by their condu6l ; now the opi- 
nion of the country was pretty evident, as the fubfcriptions were not 
to be touched at all, till it was known whether Parliament approved 
of the meafure or not. 

The Marquis TOWNSHEND affirmed, that in the county 
of which he had the honour of being Lord Lieutenant (Norfolk) the 
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■pint of fubfcribing in order to raife a force for the defence of di(j 
country, had not been produced by the folicitations of Government, 
but had firft (hewn itfelf among the people themfelves, who were 
alarmed for the exiftence of their King, their Conftitution, their 
religion, and their property, by die proceedings of the Democrats 
in Britain, who in correfponding Societies were taking meafures to 
introduce all the enormities which were raging in a neighbouring 
I nation. That there were perfons in this kingdom who correfponded 

with the French, and were defirous of introducipg their fyftem 
among us, was well known to Government, and tolerably well 
known to the Public in general. He therefore hoped a proper force 
would be eftabliflied at home, to be compofed of perfons well af- 
fected to the Conftitution, and hfeaded by the gentlemen of property: 
it would alfo be particularly advantageous that thefe corps Should 
confift of the middle claffes, who muft be well acquainted with 
thofe in their neighbourhood who might be fufpe<9:ed of difafFedion 
to the Conftitution, and who, in cafe of any commotion in manu- 
fefturing towns, fuch as Norwich, might be enabled immediately 
to fix on fuch perfons as would be moft likely to promote it. This 
was an advantage which regular troops could not poffefs ; they could 
not diftinguifh between the loyal and diiloyal part of the community. 
The Marquis read the following extraft from Mr. Fox's fpeech in 
the Houfe of Commons, in 1782: 

« 

Were we afraid of putting arms into the hands of the people of England ? 
God forbid ! They were a brave people ; but not more diftinguiflied for 
courage than for loyalty : it was their charaderiftic; and they were the 
rooft loyal people in the univerfe. He would truft arms in their hands 
for the ptirpofe of repelling the attacks of their enemies. He would be 
happy to fee them fpending an hour every day, and more upon Sundays 
and holidays, in acquiring the ufe of arms, and making themfelves capa- 
ble of adting with cffetSt whenever an occafion of danger (liould call up,;n 
them. He concluded with declaring the neceffity that there was for fuch 
ameafure as the prefcnr, and faying, 

" That His Majefty*s Min'iflers ivould certainly c0me to Parliament for ad^ 
vice and ajjytancty in every meafure ihatjhould require their aid. At prejent 
this was only an invitation ; and the flan was not ripe to be laid before the 
Houfe*:' 

His Lordfliip then read a letter from Lord Shelbumc, on the 
fame fubjedt, which invited the people to arm, in order that the re- 
gular forces might be employed abroad. He contended, that the 
plan then adopted by Minifters was exattly fimilar to that which 
was propofed at prefent. If France (hould prevail in the conteft, 
and get the better of Holland, where would be the fecurity of that 

* Vide th« Parliamentary Rcgifter .or that period. 
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ihorcoppofite to it, or even of the Capital itfelf ? The MilMa, he 
faid, fliould be incrcafed, and fuch a force raifed as might give per- 
fedl fecurity at home, while the army was employed abroad. 

The Earl of DERBY obferved, that as Government knew of 
perfons who correfponded with the French, they were highly culpa- 
ble in not bringing them to Jufticc ; he condemned the principle of 
arming one defcription of men againft another, becaufe private ani-^* 
mofity might avail itfelf of that pretext to take vengeance on the 
King's b^ft fubje6ls. 

the Earl of CAERNARVON contended, that the fabjefl had 
a ri^t to fubfcribe towards an objedt that was legal, witjiout the 
confent of Parliament. The Crown could not ralle money by com- 
pulfion, or without the confent of Parliament ; which was not how- 
ever neceffary to every application of money to a legal objecSt. Fronv 
Magna. Charta down to the Declaration of lights, there was no a6l 
to reftrain the fubjecl from employing his money as he pleafed, pro- 
vided it was not for an illegal purpofe. T'he Petition of Rights 
only declared, that no man could be compelled, under pretence of 
prerogative, to give his money without his own confent, or that of 
his reprefentative. Some of the Lords in favour of the mctipn had 
faid, that it was not legal to afk, but it was legal to give without 
being aflced. This was a diftin<5lion he did not underftand. But, 
in the prefent cafe, they muft prove that it was illegal to communi- 
cate tlie plan. If individuals were not allowed to raife men for 
their own defence, and entered into contradls with Government for 
that purpofe, was it more or lefs illegal to propofc to raife money, 
or could the one be obtained without the other ? But Government 
had not been cenfured for tliat meafure, nor had Parliament ever 
taken it up as unconftitutional. A Minifter muft ncgociate a loan, 
It^fore he can propofe the terms to Parliament ; but according to the 
dodrine now attempted to be eftabliflied, it is illegal to propofe even 
a loan without the previous confent of Parliament. Lord Shelbume 
had gone farther than His Majefty's Minifters had now done ; and 
he regretted that the noble Marquis w^s not prefent, as he, no 
doubt, could fully illuftrate the fubjedt, and would prove that the 
fame meafui^ had been by him then adopted. 

Lord HARDWICKE gave an account of die nature of the plan, 
and of his having propofed it to the Grand Jury. The paper, his 
LpMfliip faid, was not neCcffary, but it was not unconftitutional. 
He had only to refer them to what paffed in 1782, when tlic now 
noble Marquis (Lanfdowne,) then Lord Shelburnc, (ignified to 
thofe who canie forward in aid of Government the thanks of the 
King for their zeal and afFe(3ion. 
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Lord ONSLOW denied the juftice of the affertiori made by Lord 
Lauderdale, that the advertifement calling a rticeting in the county 
of Surrey, -which he owned he had written, carried any thing like 
a threat with it. It only prefuifled, that all the friends of the King 
and the Conftitution Would be prefent ; but he could not con^prehend 
how that could imply that thofe who were not prefent, or who did 
not fubfcribe, would be pointed out as marked men. He afferted^ 
that the meeting in Surrey did not put a negative upon fubfcriptions 
for raifmg troops, which were to be afterwards fandioned by Parli- 
ament. He had been much mifreprefented and abufed ; but he 
laughed at thofe who propofid to bring him to the bar of the Houfe 
of Commons, for having done his duty as Lord Lieutenant of the 
county. The (ame condu6t he had adopted on this occasion had 
been purfued by his predeccflbrs, and by fome of the grcateft men 
that lived in it ; and no fault had ever been found, till thofe who 
pretended to be jealous of the Crown would not allow the fubjcft to 
come forward to aid it, even when it was for their own fecurity. 

Earl STANHOPE fald, he did not intend to have fpokenirt all 
upon this queftion, but he felt himfelf called upon by the allufions 
made to tl^ conduft of a noble Marquis (now abfent) in the year 
J782 ; that was perfeflly different ; and after the difcuflion a fe^nt 
nights ago, wherein it was almoft unanimoufly the opjpion, that no 
ftanding army could be kept up in this country without the confent 
of Parliament, he was furprifed that a doubt could be entertained on 
this quefti(xi. There was only one perfon who ventured to fay 
otherwife ; and fo convinced was he of being wrong, that he todc 
an early opportunity to retraft what had been taken particular no* 
tide of in the proteft of a noble Earl. 

Lord SYDNEY called him to order, obferving that it was im- 
proper to advert to the fpeeches of thq Members of that Houfe, 
which had been delivered on former occafions. 

Lord LAUDERDALE maintained that it was more drderly for 
Earl Stanhope to allude to former fpeeches in that Houfe, than for 
a noble Marquis (Townfhend) to read what had been reported as 
the fpeech of Mr. Fox in the other Houfe. 

Earl STANHOPE infifted, that the only way of afcertaining 
whether he was diforderly or not, was to take down his words, 
imd to move a queftion upon them. 

A converfation refpciSing order then look place between Lords 
Derby, Qrenville, Onflow, the Duke of Leeds, &c. when 

Earl STANHOPE ftrongly maintained that he was in order, 
for that he had not alluded to any fpeech, but to a motion on a for- 
mer oGcafion (when Lord Auckland moved to refcind a part of 
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Lord Radnor's proteft.) The meafure propofcd by Adrnini^ation 
he pronounced to be illegal and unconftitutional, in as much As the 
objedt was illegal. He maintained, that the King, by virtue of 
his prerogative, could not keep a fingle man without the fanftion 
of the LegiflatUre, It could not therefore be legal to contribute to 
the fupport of that man. If a great armed force was neceffary for 
the defence of the country, he would readily concur in railing it ; 
but if arms were to be put into the hands of any large part of the 
people, he would recommend that they be put into the hands of the 
whole people ; a recommendation which was contained in the bill 
of Rights, and which he wiflied every man in the country to follow ; 
and a recommendation which was ably juftified in a pamphlet writ- 
ten by a noble Lord (Hawkefbury :) a difcourfe on the propriety of 
arming the nation. He deprecated the principle of arming the peo- 
ple partially, for in that cafe, every man fufpefted of being a warm 
friend to liberty might be put in danger, while arms would be only 
given to aflTociators, and, in fadt, this meafure amounted to nothing 
lefs than arming one part of the country againft the other. He re- 
probated the prerogative doiSrines lately brought forward and afted 
upon by Minifters. The tyrant's' plea, ftate neceffity, had given 
fandion to many meafures which could not be juftified. As to the 
motion for the previous queftion, he faid, it was a mere fubterfugc 
to evade the material queftion. It means this : " You are right, 
but I don't choofe to acknowledge it ; neither will I vote againft 
you, for that would fubjeft me to obloquy, by voting againft a 
felf-evident propofition;" This explanation his Lordftiip thought 
proper to make for the information of young Members. He con- 
demned the meafure of Government calling upon the people for con- 
tributions for raifing an army without the confent of Parliament : 
he reprobated the landing of foreign troops without the fame con- 
fent. He defcribed the Marquis of Lanfdowne'3 letter in 1782, 
as a meafure very different from that now before them. If Mini- 
fters were to go on with their prefent prerogative doftrines, it was 
impoflible to fay where they would ftop ; and he fuppofed that we 
fhould foon have fubfcriptions both of Auftrian troops and money to 
take care of us, if it was not that Auftria was already almoft top 
poor even to take care of herfelf. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR lamented that theoretical quet- 
tions on the Conftitution had become fo frequent. Their anceftors, 
in their wifdom and gravity, had avoided all abftraft queftions, and 
had confined themfelves to points of the moft clear nature, not 
thinking it prudent to touch upon thofe which might admit of con- 
trary opinions. But when an abftradt theoretical propofition wa3 
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CQ$0M in aufnbiguous terms refpeding the Conftitution, it became 
a fubjcfl: of extreme delicac^i and to prevent the neceffity of coming 
to a dired negative or affirmative, the previous queAion had long 
been deemed the mod efFe3ual mode of getting rid of the original 
motion. In the prefent inftance his Lordfhip did not think that the 
queftion originally moved, could be matter of difcuflion for that 
Houfe, and was decidedly for the previous queftion. He would 
hot, however, adopt as the meaning of the previous queflion, what 
the noble Earl had affixed to it. The real meaning was this— - 
That when a motion was made that was not fit for difcuflion, th« 
previous queftion was moved to get rid of it altogether, and prevent 
altercation upon a fubjeA that did not admit of argument. He 
went much at length into the impropriety of difcufling theoretical 
opinions, and quedions refpei^ing the Conftitutioh, upon abftra£t 
principles that did not arife from them ; and when no cafe exifted 
upon which any point could be at iflue, or called for difcuflion.— . 
He at laft came to the queftion, which he read, and declared that 
conceived as it was, he felt himfelf perfeftly at a lofs how to com- 
prehend it. What granting private aid or benevolence for public 
purpofes was, he could not underftand. But what was it that was 
complained of? The communication of a plan to the Lords Li^u* 
tenants, who were the beft-informed of the fituation of their coun- 
ties, and the nature of the defence fuitable for them. In fome, 
corps of cavalry might be moft proper— in others, infantry might 
be preferable. Were Minifters to determine what they did not 
know, or not confult thofe perfons who were the moft capable of 
giving them information-— The plan was, either to augment the 
militia, or to give it volunteer companies, or to raifc volunteer 
troops of cavalry, or even pioneers, where they might be wanted* 
Such were the outlines of the plan, which, as foon as it was form-^ 
cd, would be fubmitted to Parliament, but diat could not be done 
before it was fit for infpeftion. His Lordftiip then took notice of 
the precedents that had been mentioned. That of 1 746 he confi- 
dered at fome length. Twelve loyal and fpirited noblemen pro- 
pofed to raife each a regiment at their own expence, which was ac- 
cepted. The rebellion had made fome progrefs, and the rebels had 
obtained fome advantage over the King's troops. Parliament was 
not fitting, but the regiments were raifed. Two Members of the 
Houfc of Commons, Sir John Phillips, and Sir William Hyr>de 
Cotton, found great fault with the meafure, by faying that it was ^ 
fcheme to deftroy the liberties and Conftitution of the country.— 
Thefe two Members, as appeared in the fequel, had other views 
4an the fafety of the Conftitution : like fome others, they onl^ 
Vol. XXXVIII. Cc 
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n^ade It a pretext for conceaiing motivca of a- very cfifl^ent nature. 
When Parliament met> Sir William Young gave in an eftimate of 
the twelve regiments which had been raifed, and demanded their 
fij^fiflenee for four months : no objedion was made to the meafuie 
in Parliament, nor was it found to be unc<»iftLtutionaL . In i'759» 
Iktie was faid on the fub|e<£t ; but in 1 7 7 8^ it had been fuUy con^ 
lidered« In 1 7S21 it had been propofed and carried into execu* 
tion in a' mofe complete manner than at prefent. His Lordlhip 
next adverted to what had been advanced by Loiti Stanhope, abouC 
arniing the people in a mafs. He hoped that arms would nevor be 
entruAed but under the direflion of men of property. From the 
fad example diat prevailed in a neighbouring nation, the darker of 
fueh a pmceedii^ was clearly feen. The motion, he faid, was 
conceived in words capable of different meanings, and calculated 
folely to perplex. He could not underftand why benevolences^ 
fubfcriptions, and other phrafes, had been introduced, but that di^ 
were fUfceptible of illegal and unconftitutionai interpretation), though 
they had no relation to the queftion before the Howfe. He then 
oailed on the Houfe to confider the obje<!V of the ptefent fubfcrip- 
tion. Admitting, for the fake of argument, thrft the produce 
Ihpuld not be applied to the moft judicious purpofts, neither the 
nation, the Conftitution, the liberties of the fub}efit> nor the pri- 
vilege of Parliament, could fufFer the leaft injury or degradation 
from the rtjcafure being carried into execution. His Lordihipi 
eotdd not do otherwife than vote for the previous queftion. 

Earl STANHOPE rofe to explain what he had faid about arm- 
ing all the people as a wife meafure ; he took his arguments on tfiat 
point from a pamphlet written by a noble Lord (Hawk^Aury) on 
which he beftowed very great praife. 

. Lord HAWKESBURY faid, he would have been as weJl 
pkafed had the noble Earl been lefs lavifh of his praife on that fub- 
jecl* The pampblet was written about thirty feven years ago, 
when a your^ man, and it was not improbable or unjufti6able tliat 
he might have changed many of the opinions it contained fince that 
time. If it contained any maxims for arming the people in the 
manner that that noble Lord had propofed, he would feel bimfelf 
particularly called upon to difclaim it ; for he totally condemned 
fuch doctrines and maxims. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE rofe in reply, and briefly notic- 
ing the arguments of the noble and learned. Lords who oppofed his 
motion^ declared he could not difcover, either in the legiflative a^ls 
of the Commons in England, or in the precedents that had been 
«sU)uced| any authorities whatever in fupport of the meafure of His 
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Majefty's Minifiers^ in their late addrefs to the Lords Lieutenants 6f 
counties. From the time of Richard IIL totheaftofthc 1 3th bf 
Charles IL the pradioe of die Legiilature had been in dired oppo« 
fition to fuch meafures ; and that very aft, (the wwds of which lie 
quoted^) was a fpecific proof that they were confidcrtd as unconffi- 
tutional. His Lordfhip then dated, that the ailments he had 
vSbd, (o far from cdntradid^ing, were ftriftly conformable to the 
cbteines maintained by Lord Hardwicke and the late Lord Mans- 
field. He concluded with adverting to die precedent of 178a, 
which had been fo much infifted on, and which his Lordlhip ftre-. 
nuoufly argued contained no expreffion or word, dircft or implied, 
that could by any interpretation be conftrucd to favour a praftice fo 
inimical to the Britifli Conftitution. No pay in the firft inftancc 
was offered ; no man was taken from his labour ; it was only re- 
commended that they (hould affemble for an hour of ah evening, 
and habituate themfclves to the ufe of arms : and it was exprefelj^ 
faid, that if they were called into aftual fervice it (hould be under 
the authority of Parliament. In the courfe of the reply, the noble 
Lord took occafion to remark, that he defied any man to ftiew any 
inconfiftency in his public conduft, or any deviation from the path 
he had at firfl: chofen, which was a Aeady purfuit of the good of his 
country, arid the fupport of the Conftitution. " 

Lord GRENVILLE then rofe, and after a (hort pre{ace> m 
which he remarked, that after the arguments that had been heard, it 
was unneceffary for him to go/ully into the fubjeft; he faid, he 
(hould confine himfclf to one fingle faft, viz. the manner in which 
the meflage of the Miniftry of 1 7 8 2 was underftood by the country 
at large. He would decline reading the numerous proofs he ^ad 
cdle£led, and that he then held in his hand, unlefs their Lord- 
fliips ihould.exprefs any doubt of their accuracy, and would limit 
himfelf to two of them, which were fo direftly to the ^int as not 
la admit of doubt or mifinterpretation. The firft of thefc was the 
addrefs which came from the cutlers company of Sheffield, in which 
it wtzs ftated that the meflage had been received, and that they had 
not only embodied the'mfelves, for the defence of the kingdom, 
but had entered into a fubfcription to provide a fund for that pur- 
pofe. His fecond proof,- Lord Grenvillefaid, was equally pointed, 
duKigh cf a different compleftion. The Mayor of Yarmouth re- 
turned an anfwer in the name of the Corporation, faying that the 
^Kemen of the town were willing to incorporate in defence of the 
«ouat^, but were unable to defray the expence, as their trade had 
4»cn fuisied'by the war and half their (hips taken, and becauie Aey 
^ixsidf cnteted into a fubfcription, at the requifidbn o£ ^o^ern- 
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ment, to ercft batteries for the defence of the town, and that bat- 
teries had accordingly been erefled. Either the requiiition of the 
Miniftry of 1782, was capable of being underftood or it was not. 
Of the manner in which it was underftood, the fads he had recited^ 
and numerous others that he was ready to produce, were fufiicient 
p«oof. If entering into fubfcriptions for fuch purpofes was an un- 
conftitutional a<SV, the then Miniftry was highly culpable for not im- 
mediately infbrming thofe who had mifunderftood their meaning of 
the magnitude and danger of their miftake. 

The Houfe then divided on the previous queftion. 

Contents 82 

Proxies 22 

— 104. 

Non Contents 6 

Proxy I 

~ 7- 
The Houfe adjourned. 

Monday, 'ilji March. 

Lord HAWKESBURY gave notice, that on Thurfday next, 
he fhould bring forward a motion relative to the navigation laws. 
Ordered the Houfe to be fumnaoned on that day. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Tuefdayj iji Aprilj and Wednejday, %d Aprll^ 

No debate. 

Thurfday J ^^^ April 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE took an opportunity of advert- 
ing to what had tranfpircd in that and another Houfe relative to 
fubfcriptions for raifing a force without the interference of Parlia- 
ment, and particularly to the ftrefs that had been laid on the mea- 
fure of Adminiftration in the year 1782. He availed himfelf, he 
faid, of the firft opportunity that offered on their lx)rdfhip's being 
fummoned, to affure them it was the mereft accident, an unforcfeen 
and unavoidable one, that prevented him from attending on the 
day on which this doflrine had been held in that Houfe, as a noble 
Duke near him, (the Duke of Grafton) could ^eftify. So little rc- 
femblance was there between the meafure now carrying on, and on 
which there was a recent refolution of their Lordfhips, and the 
meafure of 1782 ; that the one was the moft conftitutipnal, the 
other the moft unconftitutional meafure ever adopted under a Go- 
vernment of this country fince the time of Charles I. But Mini* 
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i^ers iindii^ proofs multiplying upon them, and very ftrong grounds 
laid down againft their meafure, had recourfe to the precedent of 
1782, which was totally diffimilar firom the prcfent cafe, as he 
ihould prove at a future time. He did not think it right to enter 
upon the grounds of that meafure which they had approved of, npr i 
to interfere with any thing their Lordfhips had refolved upon. 
He rofe now for the purpofeof faying, that if accident had not pre- 
vented hinl from attending the other day, when the fubje6t he had 
alluded to was difcuflfed, he fhould have given as decided a vote 
againft this laft meafure of Government as ever he did in his life i 
for he had no party to adhere to, nor any temptation whatever to 
depart from the principles he always avowed, and which it was the 
pride of his life to maintain. Having faid this, he was ready ei- 
ther to appoint a day for the full difcuflion of the meafure, or to 
leave it to an opportunity which would foon offer itfelf in that Houfe 
as there was a bill now depending in the other, in which this quef-< 
tion was involved, and which in the due jcourfe of proceeding would 
come before their Lordftiips early in the next week. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, it was entirely in the oifcretlon of 
the noble Marquis, whether he would make a fpecific motion upbn 
the fubjed, or aigue the queftion when the bill alluded to came be- 
fore the Houfe. But in whatever manner it was brought forward, 
he was ready to meet the noble Marquis, or any other noble Lord ; 
and to prpve, that the rneafure now adopted by His Majefty's Mi- 
nifters was perfeflly confiftent with the law and Conftitution of Eng- 
land. 

Lord HAWK^SBURY called their Lordftiip's attention to the 
naval trade and commerce of this kingdom, and the different laws 
and regulations by which it was governed. He entered into a hif- 
tory of both from the earlieft period of the reign of Richard II. 
down to the time of pafling the laft navigation aft, which was in 
the year 1786. He expatiated on tht policy of our navigation laws, 
as founded on the wifdom of our anceftors, and improyed upon from 
time to rime on the original principle which gave them birth ; and 
contrafted thefe laws with thofe of other powers, and (hewed the 
fuperiority of ours, both in the proteftion given to our naval com- 
merce, and the. increafe of our naval force. As the laws now 
flood, all ihips importing into this country the produce of Afia, 
Africa, and America, and of RufTia and Turkey, muft be built in 
the Britifh dominions — as vcffels, made free of the Britifh ports, 
and thre^-fourtlis of the failors employed in navigating any fuch 
ftips during peace, muft be Britifh failors ; by thefc means we not 
only extended our trade, but alfo provided fuch a number of failors 
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for Ac fervfcc of the country in time of war as could vot othcrwifc 
fee coUedted. There were, however fome defefts, which it was 
•bis intention to remedy by a bill he would now introduce, but not 
•to lake place till after the conclufion of this war, when no lefe than 
•60 or 7 o thoufand men muft be difchargcd froift His Majefty '« 
jnavy, and for whom he meant to make a provifion by this bill.-'-^ 
The chief claufe of this bill would be to compel all British mer- 
chant fiiips whatever not to employ more than one-fourth of forei^ 
feilors in their trade, for the exifting laws in this cafe had been li- 
able to infringements, a late inftance of which had brought this par- 
tieulaiiy to his confideration ; it was that of a fhip coming to 
Cowes, in the Ifle of Wight, laden with gunpowder, and all on 
i»f»rd, except the Mafter, were foreign (ailors. The veffel was 
flopped by the cuftom-houfe officers, as many fufpicions were cn- 
'lertaincd about the real deftiny of the cargo ; upon invefligatioii, 
ixowever, it appeared, that it was an Engliih veffel laden in H(d- 
Ismd with gunpowder for the King of Sardinia ; but, the circum- 
jftance of all the failors being foreigners, his Lordfliip had referred 
•the cafe to His Majefty's law officers, who reported, that flie exift- 
; iBg laws did not provide againft fuch cafts. 

Another claufe would regard the coafting trade, in which at prc- 
,fe»t three-fourths of the failors employed in each fliip were Britifli 
;fubjefls ; this he wifhed to be ^confined to Britiih m^iners only, 
•during the time of peace, on the grounds, that in a trade carried 
.on between one port and another in Great Britain, EngHfli mariners 
could more eafily be got ; and alfo, becaufe he thought it impolitic 
<o fufFcr foreign failors to become too mudi acquainted with the 
!pQrts of this country. 

Another claufe .of great importance, was, that which concerned 

the out-going {hips with the freedom of the Britifli ports ; by this 

mt were enabled to know at any time the number of fliips belonging 

.to this country, their meafurement, the number of {ailors employed 

in them, a particular defcription of them, and the names of all the 

•^ewners of each {hip : nothing could exceed the utility of fuch a re- 

jgifter,; it extended to thefale of fuch fhips as are free of the Britiih 

..ports ; but in this it was defe£tive ; for though it obliged the parties 

tfo make a certificate of the .fale, in order that it might .enjoy the 

.privileges of a perfe6l {hip, yet it had fome time occured that this 

had been evaded, as in the infiance of a fhip that was fold at Sa- 

ifannah, and had traded to different countries under the privileges 

ref a Briti{h veffel, without thcfe forms ; but it being at length ob- 

fervid by an Officer of His Majefty in tlie Weft Indies, it was. 

ftijpped^ and an a6Uon brought on the cafe^ thb J^udges -decided it 
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ii\ fiivoBir of the vetfel, on the plea, that being fold out of Englandp 
it could not make the proper entry in tbe^ regifter- The matter 
was afterwards brought before the Privy Council, when a noble 
Earl who prefided (Earl Camden), gave it as his opinion, that the 
intention of the laws in tihat cafe was, that every (hip having free*, 
dom of the Britilh ports, if (old abroad, fhould, innncdiatcly after . 
difembarking the cargo which (he had taken at the port ^ere (be 
was f(dd, at the place of its deftination, return to England to be 
ear^iftered. This his Lordftiip meant to ^ftablifti in the bill he 
would introduce, and which would prevent fhips, no longer bc- 
loi^ing to this country, enjoying the privileges of our free porta* 
His Lot dfhip next gave an account of the adhial ftate of the fliip- 
pii^ of Great Britain, by which it appeared that there were 
16,079 fl^pSj mcafuring upwards of one million of tons, and em- 
ploying above. 118,000 failors belonging to Great Britain, of which 
12,000 (hips employ 107,000 mariners belonging to England 
sAonc. He added, that Liverpool alone, in the laft war, fitted out 
privateers, and manned them, of \Vhich. the tonnage and failors ex- 
ceeded the force fcnt out by Queen Elizabeth to meet that grand 
Spaniih armada, the ftory of which yet remained on their Lord(hips' 
waljs* This he gave as a proof of the growing profperity of the 
navigation of this country, gradually advancing to its prefent emi- 
nence during the fpace of four hundred years, and rapidly riling 
within the laft century. 

After having gone through the whole of the provifions of the bill, 
tod the comparative eftimatc of our fources of naval ftrei^th, and 
all the aiguments on the propriety of the meafure, he concluded, 
with moving, " That the bill be now read a firft time," which be- 
ing done, his Lord(hip moved, " That this bill be read a fecond 
time to-morrow." Ordered. 

Friday y 4th April 

The order of the day being read. 

Earl STANHOPE rofe. My Lords, faid he, concerning the 
extent, the objeftj and the importance of the motion I have to lay 
before you, I am conviQced that no blame will this night attach to 
me for requefting your Lordfhips to be fummoned ; as an Englifh- 
man fupporting the hcmour of my country, as a ChriiUan in doing 
the duty of my fituation, and maintaining the principles of religion, 
without which it is impoflTible that any country can profper, I tfiis 
night appear before your Lordfhips : this principle I (hall firft lay 
down, that no country can thrive which depends on the miferies of 
another ; as a man aduated by motives of philanthropy, I have 
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been induced to intrude myfelf on your indulgence. My Lords, 
an expreffion having been made ufe of, repugnant to every principle 
of humanity, of religion, and of focial duty, I wiflied to remove 
the idea of this Houfe agreeing with fuch an abominable fentiment, 
as that the Minifters of this country ought to interfere in every man- 
ner poffible to excite civil war ; and I come, my Lords, fortified 
againft fuch a fentiment, with the refpedable authority of a right 
reverend Prelate on the bench oppofite me (the Biihop of Norwich). 
You will, my Lords, I am certain, be induced to agree with what 
may fall from the reverend Bench ; but this I at leaft have reafon 
to expeft, that none of his reverend brethren will differ from his 
dodirine ; and though, my Lords, there is much of this fermon 
to which I cannot give my approbation, yet thefe are fentiments 
which have made a forcible imprefiion, and have my full concur- 
rence. 

** The occafions that have given rife to fafts," faid the Biihop, 
** are as various as the calamities to which fociety is fubjeft.— 
Dearth, famine, pcftilence, and amongft the greateft of focial evils 
—war. It is among the greateft of focial evils, becaufe it carries 
in its train many of thofe to which I have alluded, and is con- 
nected with the worft paffions of the human mind. The incle- 
mency of the elements, and the wide wafte of infedious difeafe, are 
lefs to be apprehended, becaufe lefs frequent in return than the 
murderous conflicts of enraged nations. To enumerate the caufes 
of the war were a fruitlefs attempt ; and indeed if they were capable 
•f being numbered, the application of them would be matter of 
ftill greater difficulty. Wars are often known to the many, only 
by the devaftation and ravage they commit, where * the land be- 
fore them is as the garden of Eden, and behind them as a defolate 
wildernefs.' But the fources from which they are derived, are in- 
fcrutablc to popular inquiry. Whether they originate from revenge, 
jealoufy, ambition, caprice, policy, or the only legitimate caufe of 
war— felf-defencc."' Such had been the admirable chara6^er which 
a learned and pious Btlhop had given of war, when appointed to 
preach a fermon before their Lordfliips ; and furely the whole bench 
of Bifhops would feel it to be their duty, as followers and teachers 
of the divine law of Chrift, to do their utmoft to put an end to a 
war which was thus fraught with fo many calamities to mankind. 
What were the motives of this war it would be impoffible for any 
noble Lord in that Houfe to explain. " They arc really infcru- 
table to popular inquiry." Every poffible motive that could be 
thought moft likely to inflame men's minds had been affe/ted ; and, 
among others, religion had not been forgotten. ** Religion," faid 
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tlie fsttxie pious Bi(hop^ '' had often beeti prelT^ into the fervlce o£ 
war, and compelled to bear the bloody ftandard of ambition. Hence 
doubt and fufpieion naturally arife, whenever religion is faid to be 
connected with war." ^* In the agitation and ferment of the public 
mind, infeparable from a ftate of warfare^ it is the efpecial province 
of religion to inculcate temper and moderation, and whether elated 
iyy vidory, or deprciied by misfortuile, to reftore the nation to its 
proper level.*' 

Here^ my Ik>rds^ terhper and mioderatloh ire particularly re- 
commended ; and, that temper and moderation (hould be exercifed 
in the €ondu3 of this war, is what I particularly defire tb imprefs : 
I wifli ypu to abftain from thofe wanton cruelties which were fo 
much condemned when attenipted to be praftifed in the war againft 
America, as contrary to every principle of God and Nature. * I 
ihall cohdder this queftiori as an abftradl propofitioil ; I Care not 
from whom the fcntiment fell, or where it was delivered ; to me 
it is immatenal ; but I wifli this night to lay down a rule of con- 
d\x&, from which His Maje%'s Minifters, in future, (hall not dare 
to deviate* It had been advanced, my Lords^ in this Houfe, that 
if we could not accompliih ourobje6l by force of arms, that no expence 
ought to be fparcd by His Mzyefty's Miniflers to excite a civil war 
in France ; that is, that we Ihould fufFer our Miniftry to ufe bri- 
bery and corruption to withdraw Frenchmen from the allegiance 
which they owe their Government ; and this, not for tlie purpofe^ 
of affifting this country^ but for the purpofe of eftablifhing a Govern-^, 
merit in France, dircSly in oppofition to the will of the majority* 
This, my Lords, is repugnant to the law of nations ; and that it 
is fo, I fliaH prove to your Lordfliips, from the following extradt 
from Mr, Juftice Blackftone's Commentaries : 

** The law of nations is a fyftem of rules, deducible by natural reafon, 
and eftablifhed by univerfal confent among the civilized inhabitants of the 
world; in jorder to decide all difputes, to regulate all ceremonies and civi- 
lities, and to infure the obfervance of juftice and good faith, in that inter- 
courfe which mtjft frequently occur between two or more independent 
States, and the individuals belonging to each. This general law is founded 
upon this priiiciple, that different nations 6ught in time of peace to do one 
another all the^]|ood they can ; and, in time of war, as little harm as poili- 
fcle, without prejudice to their own real interefts. And, as none of thefc 
States will allow afoperiority in tlie other, therefore neither can didlate or 
prefcrtbe the rules of this law to the reft ; but fuch rules muil neceflarily 
refult from thofe principles of natural juftice, in which aU the learned of 
every nation agree," 

>I am likewife firengthened in declaring, that fuch conduct fhould 
not be purfued, when I advert to a publication on the conduct to be 
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obfcrved with rcfpeiSl to neutral nations^ written by a learned Lord, 
who made a moft excellent motion ycfterday for the advancement of 
our commerce, (Hawkelbury ;) that noble Lord has faid in his pub- 
lication, that England was fo diftinguKhed for a variety of blcffings, 
that (he fhould be particularly careful of her own intereft ; and, in 
comparing it to others, he felt a noble indignation in contrafting; 
her lituation with arbitrary Governments. In that {)amphlet the 
noble Lord alfo ftated, that the mifery of France was fo complete, 
that he did hot think that country worth preferving. But, my 
Lords, kre we from tTiis to infer that we fhould throw chains about 
the necks of this unhappy people, not for a few years, but that we 
fhould harrafs and diftra<Sl them by all the horrors and calamities 
©f a civil war? By thus exciting brother againft brother, father 
againft fon; and fon againft father, to make their mifery perpetual ; 
if any Lord (hould be inclined to purfue fuch conduct towards this 
unfortunate country, I will not agree in its propriety ; and I glory 
in widely differing from fuch opinion. But my I^rds, what right 
have we to interfere in the Government of France r What right have 
His Majefty*s Miniftcrs to think of dilating any Conftitution to an 
unreprefcnted people ? France is not reprefented by the Parliament 
of England. We have feen, in the declaration of Lord Hood, 
that this country was to eftablifti a monarchy in France ; this decla- 
ration has in this Houfe been attempted to be done away, by fome 
Lords alfuring us, that my Lord Hood and Sir Gilbert Elliot only 
cxpreffed the opinion of their Sovereign in favour of the re-eftabliih-' 
ment of monarchy. You difclaimed in the commencement, any 
interference in the fettling the Government of France ; why do your 
Minifteraprefume to exprefs then any opinion ? Is it not the imrnu^ 
table right of every nation to form its own Government? We do 
npt rcprefent die peppje of France ; we have, therefore, no voice 
on the fubjedl : your Minifters fay, that Sir Gilbert Elliot only cx- 
preffed himfelf in favour of monarchy ; curious expreffion : did he 
not endeayour to revive monarchy by force of arms; and did he not 
wifti to obtrude a King over the French, contrary to their confent } 
It was no wonder, my Lords, that 4iite French people fhould revolt 
at the idea; they who never knew any thing but tyranny and def-y 
potifm under tlieir old monarchy, had fufficient reafon to be much 
averfe to the idea of reviving it. Much ha$ been faid with refpedt 
to religion ; but let us hear what reli^n fays on the fubjedl oi 
Kings. The ancient Monarchs were partial to war; and the peo^ 
pie of France, at prefent, do not fctuple to f^y, that modern Mo- 
nmchs are not Icfs attached to this abominable evil, this fcourge trf 
the human race, which produces famine, and which Ipread&haivoc, 
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difmay and devaftation> through the unfortunate country in s/vbich 
it is carried on. I would afk the Reverend Prelates, what fays the 
Scripture ? I will inform them ; I will read them a paffage from a 
book, to whidi, when their Lordfhips have any religious contro- 
verfy, they never fail to refer : 

And Samuel told all the words of the Lord unto the people, tliat alked 
iof him a King. 

And he faid. This will be the manner of the King that (hall rcSgn over 
you: He will take your fons, and appoint them for hi mfelf, for his cha- 
riots, and to be his horfemen, and fome (hall run before his chariots. 

And he will appoint him Captains over thoufands, and Cdptain^ over 
£fties, and will fet them to ear his ground, and to reap his harveil, and 
to make his inilruments of war, and indruments of his chariots. 

And he will take your daughters to be confedtionaries, and to be cooks^ 
and to be bakers. 

And he will take your fields and your vineyards, and your olive yardi, 
.even the befldfthem, and give them to his lervants. 

And he will take the tenth of your feed, and of your vineyards, and 
give to his officers, and to his fervants. 

And he will take your men-fervants and your maid-fervants, and yoUr 
goodlieft young men, and your affes, and put them to his work. 

He will take the tenth of your Iheep : and ye ftiall be hii fervants. - 

And ye fhall cry out in that day, becaufe oi your King wlrich ye ihall 
have chofen you : and the Lord will not hear you in that day, 

Neverthclefs, the people refufed to obey the voice of Samuel; and they 
faid nay, but we v ill have a King over us.. 

That we alfo may be like all the nations, and that our King may jud§e 
us, and go out before us, and fight our battles. 

And Samuel heard all the words of the people, and he rehearfed thein 
in the ears of the Lord. 

And the Lordtfaid to Samuel, hearken unto their voice, and make them 
a King. And Samuel faid unto the men of Ifrael, Go ye every man UHto 
his city. 

1. Samuel, Chap. VIIL Verfcs 10, 22. 

Your Lordihips may now view, in the 1 2th chapter, the confe- 
quence of their rcqueft— 

Verfe 19th. " And all the people faid unto Samuel, Pray for thy fcr- 
'* vants unto the Lord thy God that we die not, for we have added unto 
** all our fins, this evil, to a(k us a King. 

** And Samuel faid unto the people, Ye have done all this wickedncfs ; 
*'and if ye ililldo wickedly, ye (liall be confumed, both ye and your 
King." 

Such was tfie account which Samuel, by the declaration of the 
Lord, gave to the people of Ifrael, about the nature and office of a 
Kii^, in order to diffuade them from appointing a King : we, on 
the contrary, afFedied to know better than the Deity what was good 
for the French, and were refolved to. force upon them a king 
^inft their confent. Nay, to accomplifh this obje^j we were to 
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tadcc mcafures which violated every principle of civilized war, and 
which tended to the dcftrujftion of all fociety. Every art of mif- 
reprcfentation was ufed, that could impofe on the public mind^ 
and every naode of deception pradlifed, tiiat could blind us to the 
real horrors of the war. But, my Lords, what can be fo crue} 
j^d fo upjuft, as to o^ the chains around the necks of this people ? 
What more inhuman than your endeavouring to fupport your meor 
iures, by exciting fuch plots and confpiracies : policy cannot war- 
irant fuch conduct — the voice of religion exclairrts againft fuch in^ 
terference. I fhall.be happy tfiis T^ight in having broughf forward 
this motion ; I Ihall free myfelf from thp imputation of agreeing 
with fuch a fentiment \ and I (hall have the pleafure of feeing who 
thofe are, who can concur In fuch a propofition. We arc now, 
my Lords, at iflfue on the fubjpfl: of war; from the commence- 
ment of which, to the prefent moment, has been nothing but a 
fyftem of dclufion onthe part of His Majefty's Minifters. — The 
. Scheldt was at firft made tjie oftenfible pretext for hoftilitics ; we 
were "tpld in the iaft fcflion, that the war would be merely defenfiye 
on our part ; but what has been the cafe ? Miniders have difclaimed 
all fuch intention, and we arie at prefent engaged in an attempt ^o 
cruih the liberties of Franc?. What again, my Lords, I aflc you, 
has this war been, but a fyAem of deluiion ? I will read to you 2^ 
expreflion, from a fpeech which I hold in my hand ; it is the fpeech 
of the Minifter, though it was delivered from the Throne, relative 
to the protection of our trade; (here his Lordftiip read a part of the 
King's fpeech) this fpeech boafis of our fuperiority at fea, and fpeak^ 
in flattering language of our pommerce being proteftcd ; but, my 
Lords, I hold in my hand a lift of your loffes ; I find that from tlie 
jftof February 1793, to the i ft* of February 1794, the lofs of 
the Englifh (hips at fea was^ 

Englifti 410. French 326. Balance againft us 94. 

I have alfo^ my Lords, examined how pur commerce has been prp- 
tcifted from the i ft of February, tp the 29th of lyiarch, and I find 
Hill we are the lofer^, Hpw ftand§ the accoijnt i 

Englifti 53, French 29. Balance a^inft us 24. 

* This, my Lords, is the manner in which our trade has been prp- 
te£led. But this is only part of the delufion ; there is another af- 
fertion in this fpeech of the Minifter, to which I would draw your 
attention. The King hopes he may be able to carry on the war 
without any additional taxes ; But what has been the cafe ? A mil- 
lion has been raifed ; new taxes have been laid on glafs, bricks, ancj' 
paper ; here are new grounds for complaints : the people arc t^jir- 
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jdencd with oppreffive taxation. I (hall not notice how vinconftitu« 
tional it was in Minifters to pnention taxes^ till they came {before Par- 
liament. I equally condemned the oppreffive taxes laid on by the 
late Lord Guildford, in the American waj: ; ard I declared then^ 
what I declare now, riiat in the fame proportion that taxation in- 
creafesy revienue diminifhes ; and this, my Lords, for a plain reafoii^ 
faecaufe exceffive taxation then increafed fmuggling, and reduced a 
million fh)m the revenue ; but you fay now, there is no danger of 
fmuggling, that the French thcmfelves have put a flop to it. Sup- 
pofe they altered their fyftcm, and gave a premium to every perfon 
who fmu^led into this country, what then would be the confequencc ? 
Certainly this, your revenue would be diminifhed ; and, I am well 
perfuaded, that you would even, in onp year, find that you were 
two millions backwards in revenue. You are liberal in condemn- 
ing the proceedings of the French, you rail at their intent of an 
Agrarian law, and you treat with obloquy their putting the property 
jof the citixens under requifition. They arc obliged to carry on 
war ; and what is this b^t making the wealthy citizens bear the bur-r 
den of it ; we imitate them partly in that, for by laying a tax on 
(Coaches, s^nd ofher articles which add to the happinefs of the great, 
the rich feel the burden, and they contribute handfomcly to defray 
the expencc of the State. On a forrner. night when I had the ho- 
nour of addreffing you, I mentioned the additional ^(e on the lands 
in France ; but this idea fecmed then to be treated with ridicule ; 
many fecmed to think that no purchafers could be procured ; but I 
have in my hand a paper which demonftrates the value, the eiHma- 
tion in which lands are held at prefent : a lot which before the re- 
volution was fold for 239,000 livrcs, has been purchafed fince the 
Involution, at 685,060 livres. The next thing to which I would 
call your Lordfhips* attention is a circumftance of prticular import* 
ance, I mean with refpeft to gunpowder ; it was aflferted at the 
commencement of the war, tliat f ranee muft yield for want of this 
ncceflary rcquifite to carry on hoftilities ; but what is no^ the cafe? 
Have we not heard, and do wc nqt believe it to be true, that a latq 
dlfcovery of the chcmifts in that country has fully fupplied thera 
with this article ? They havy found out the art of making faltpctre, 
an aft of the utmoft value of any invention that has taken place }t% 
regard to war fince the difcovery of gunpowder itfelf. AnJ have 
not the French at prefent, four hundred and twenty-five millions of 
pounds of gunpowder acluaHy in their (lores, more than fufficien^ 
ifoit carrying on the campaign ; dius, my Lords, this brave people 
»'iU be ever fupplied with this article ; and thus the revolution hasi 
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occaiioned an invention, greater than ai^ other Unce the original in- 
vention of gunpoi^der itfelf. 

To fupport this war, in which we had been plurgcd, the moft 
iinconditutional meafures are attempted Subfcriptions are fet on 
foot without the confent of Parliament ; and I am told, that one of 
the^Minifters in the other Houfe, intends bringing in a bill to em- 
ploy Frenchmen in defence of this countr)', and in fupport of his- 
meafures abroad 5 nor, by what I can learn, has he even waited to 
a(k the concurrence of Parliament ; for houfes arc abfolutcly open 
in Bride Lane, to receive any foreigners who may enlift in the fcr- 
vicc, and the bounty is already fpecified as an encouragement. As 
for my own part, I fee no poQible advantage to be derived frqm the 
continuance in hodility ; I am (hocked to think that a civilized 
country Ihould wifli to accomplifh its objeft by fuch barbarous inter- 
ference. If no regard to charadler, to honour, to Chriftianity, 
will uige you to rclinquifli this fentiment, at leaft let the fear of re- 
taliation prevent your putting it into execution ; if you are a(3uatcd 
by no noble motive, at leaft rcfledt on the difafter you will bring on 
yourfclves f you will not deny that the French have the means of 
retorting the injury ; and you may be fure they cannot be tame when 
galled by fuch oppreflivc cruelty, I difdaim every idea of interfer- 
ence in the internal Government of France. How can you expert 
that any overture of amity can be opened, whilft you plan fuch abo- 
minable projedls r How muft the people of that coantry reprobate 
that condu(^ which induces you to attempt their deftruflion in fo 
ignominious a manner ? I wifli the troops were recalled from their 
territory ; the only means of putting a flop to the calamities of war. 
I wirti to God fomething was done to check the confufion that muft 
J>e the confequence of a continuance of this war, in this kingdom : 
you (hould feel, my Lords, the injury our commerce muft fuftain ; 
you fhould refleft, that this country is dependant on her manufac- 
tures ; her paper currency is a principal part of her fupport. Take 
care, my Lords, how you puih things too far: you are ignorant 
. what t^je fituation of this country may be, (hould it have the misfor- 
tune of being convufed. All thcfe circumftanccs (hould induce your 
Lordfhips to weigh this melancholy biifinefs with unprejudiced hearts; 
you Ihpuld recoUedt, that one of the leading articles of the French 
Conftitution was, that France would not interfere in changing the 
Government of any country ; and that (he, therefore, would not 
fufFer any country to interfere to change hers : it is not aggrefTion 
then, on her part, which excites this refentment on yours ; (he has 
difclaimed that, in which you are/determined to perfift ; you con- 
demn in others, what you purfue yourfelves. As for my own part. 
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my Lords, I hold in the ftrongeft difapprobation, the priiKij^e of 
interfering to excite civil war in that oountry ; and though I ftand 
finglc, I will not be prevented from offering my fentimcnts on that 
fubjed to this Houfe.. I hold in my hand a refolution (for I think 
it better to put this qucftion in that (hape, than in that of a motbn) 
in which (hould I be fo happy as to fucceed, I will follow it up with 
a bill to regulate the conduft of Miniftry. If in the prefent in- 
ftance I (hould bring in a bill, the title of it would only appear on 
the Journals ; but, by moving a refolution, however it may be rc- 
jeded, tlie nature and reafoning of the motion will remaih. The 
noble Earl faid, that he had begun with a quotation from the fermon 
of one right reverend Prelate, he would conclude with quoting to 
them from the poem of another (the Bilhop of London) a palTagc 
that did honour to his feeling :— 

*' One murder makes a villain. 

Millions a hero ; Princes arc pnTiIeged 

To kill, and numbers fanftify the crime. 

Ah ! why will kings forgec that they are mrx f 
" And men that they are brethren ? Why delight 
*' In human Jacrifice f Why burfl the ties 
** Of nature, that fhould knit their fouls together 
** In one fott bond of amitv and love ! 
** They yet ftill breath derfru<5tion, ftill go on, 
^* Inhomanly ingenious, to Bnd out 
** New pains for life, new terrors for the graye ! 
•* Artificers of death ! ftillmonarchs dream 
•** Of tiniverfal empire growing up 
** From univerfal ruin. Blaft the defign, 
*' Great God of Hofts ; nor let thy creatures fall 
♦* Unpitied victims at Ambition's flirinc!*' 

The Earl of MANSFIELD declared, that he was concerned 
to be the innocent!caufe of the extraordinary trouble their Lordfliips 
muft have had thiii day in attending to the laft noble Lord's extraor- 
dinary fpecch. He affirmed, that if he could have forefcen the 
confequence, he would Ivave endeavoured, without varying his fen- 
timents, to find fome language lefs ofFenfive to the noble Earl, 
which would have^prcvcnted the prefent explofion. He had' not 
certainly intended to provoke the noble Earl's temper by what he 
had faid y but he had plunged into the mouth of ^Etna, not' volun- 
tarily like Empedocles of old, but unwittingly and without dcfign; 
It was his intention to fay, and he ftill held the fame dodrinc— 
" That if there were any confiderable number of pcrfons in France 
who were willing to engage with us to endeavour to refcue themfelves 
tod their devoted country from the horrors of the anarchy by which 
i^ wa* now defolated^ upon the condition tlrat Monarchy (hould be 
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tcflorod, . It was his ojinionV jfiot only that vrc ftiould fo engage 
them,; rfiid agree to the co^jfdition wliich they propofed, but that 
any futn of money, hot^ confiderablc foever, would be well and be- 
neficially employed in this fcrvice.** Thefe, his Lordlhip declared, 
were his opiniorts, and thcj^ were fiicfh as he did not mean to foften; 
Probably they were fuch as would have more ^eight With the noble 
Lord had they come frofn him a^ Citizen Mansfield. H6 knew 
that any rfoble Peer who differed from him (Earl Stanhope) muft 
fall under the fuperior wei^t of his wifdom* ; and that he muft be 
wrong, fince he Was the true artd perfect ftandafd, not merely of 
philoibphy and politick, but of probity and honour. They who 
were friendly to the prefent war had uriufual difficulties to encoun- 
ter. Opinions turned round upon tliem at every corner. If they 
faid they believed that the people of France were divided among 
themfelves, and that many were only feftrairied by fear from avow- 
ing their genuine fentiments, it was inftantly an'd loudly proclaimed 
that all France was agjinft them ; but when they proofed to put 
arms into the hands of the friends of foufid and r6arGavernmenty 
what, it was exclaimed, would you excite infurredliun in France r 
To what, he aflced, did the noble Lord's motion go, brilliant as 
his language was, and elevated as his mind r It was to caution the 
JHoufe not to \( ound Jacobinifm ; to take cate> and riot fnterfere 
with the caufe of Liberty. If trampling on all ri^ts of ciyil foci-^ 
cty, if a contempt for that which the moft favage natiorr held facred, 
was Liberty, France was the moft free nation the world ever pro- 
duced. But' he would not proftitutc the facred name of Liberty by 
faying that it exifted in France ; as well may he apply piety to that 
people who offered up human facrifices at the Temple of Moloch. 
His.Lordftiip declared, that he would not hefitate to move the pre- 
vious queftion on the rcfolution, if he did not conceive that fituated 
as he was, it would come with more propriety froai any other noble 
Lord prefent, and thougfi he well knew the great powers of the 
noble Earl, he believed that in the prefent inftancc, as on former 
occafibns, the great oak of the foreft would ftand alone. 

JLord GRENVILLE faid, I perfectly agree, my Lords, with 
what has fallen from the noble Earl (Mansfield) who this night, 
^s particularly alluded to, was particularly called on to reply to the 
noble Earl. I admire the manly and tlie eloquent manner in 
which he has fo completely anfwered the noble mover, and I can- 
not but perfcdtly coincide with his fentiments, and his arguments* 
But, my Lords, I confcfs I never heard with fuch refentment any 
fpeech as that which has juft been delivered. Sorry I am to fee 
the noble Earl fuffcring his paffions to get the better of his reafon^ 
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atid I latnent that his judgement has not beeii regulated by ptudence 
and diicretion ; T will not Infult your underihrndings^ or difgrafcv 
my own, by replying at laigc to the noble mover ; your Lord(hip» 
have fe^ through the object of the noble Earl ; he would not put 
the cuftomary motion— no, he avoided the ufual pra6licc; why? 
not becaufe it was necefTary for his purpofe, but becauTc, by putting 
it in the ihape of a refolution, he may have an opportunity of re- 
cording his fentiments in the Journals of the Houfe ; but if your 
Lordtthips have a regard for your proceedings, if you would wiih to 
fee your Journals pure and unftained, (I believe I may fi^geft the 
proper mode for your proceeding) I would rcommend, when you 
have difmiffed this refolution, (which I have little doubt your Lord- 
fliips will,) you will not fuflfcr a refolution penned in fiich a ftyle, 
to be entered on your journals. The noble Earl (Mansfield) has- 
for peribnal motives declined making any motion ; but I (hall fol- 
low up the negatived refolution with a motion to this purpofe. Thtf 
noble Earl has faid, he is fo happy in having brought forward this 
motion, that he may fee who are the friends of fuch a meafure. I 
doubt not then, but he will fee the entire Houfe againft his motion ; 
and I doubt not, from the opinion I have of Engliflimen, that the 
people throughout the country will equally cenfure and condemn' 
his refoivition. 

Earl STANHOPE. Hear [ hear ! 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid^ if he rightly knew thd 
difpofition of their Lordihips, they would be all averfe to the en- 
tering fuch a refolution on the' Journals : ho was alfo much inclined 
to think they would be equally averfe to hear it read from the wool- 
sack. Ho faw the mixture of indignation and compaflion wtthi 
which the noble mover's fpeech had • been received ; his Lordfhip 
was ignorant how to ad : if he faw the Houfe favourable to the 
idea of liot hearing the refolution a fecond time, he would adopt that 
mode, he thought it would fave their Lordftiips* feelings if fuch a 
meafure was purfued. He faid, that if the fame language had been 
held tn any other place, or committed to writings and diflributed 
among the people, ir would not only excite general abhorrence, but 
call down the punifliment of the law upon the perfon who fpoke or 
who circulated it. He therefore, with their permiflion, wouH om^t 
Ae preamble, and only put the refolution* His Lordftiip then read 
the refolution, omitting the preamble. 

Eaii STANHOPE faid, that this was not his motion. The 

noble and learned Lord had taken upon himfclf to alter ;i motion 

regularly made in that Houfe, by a pen in his place, and to put it 

in a mangled (hape, without any amendment having been propofcd^ 

Vol., XXXVIIL £ ^ 
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This he conceived to be completely inconfiftent, not merely with 
the forms of proceeding in that Houfe, but with the freedom of, 
difcuilion as a principle. Even in this curtailed and altered ihape, 
altered arbitrarily by the noble and learned Lord> he muft fupport 
the motion^ and (hould therefore give his aflfent to it. 

The motion then, without thS preamble, was put and negatived, 
with only the content oi Earl Stanhope, 

Lord GRENVILLE then moved, <* That the words of the 
motion be expunged from the Journals'* — which was carried in the 
ajfHrmative, with only the not content of Earl Stanhopp, 

Monday^ ^th April. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, he was not in thp Hpufe 
on the laft evening of debate ; but be had been informed of a cir^ 
cumftance that took place on that occafion, which gave him the 
moft ferious alarm. He had been informed, that by fome means or 
other, that a port of a motion made by a noble ]^arl had been dropt 
between the time of its being moved and the time when it was put 
by the noble Lord on the woolfack, without any diftindl motion 
having been made for that purpofe. He conceived tliat it was one 
of the moft undoubted privileges of the Members of that , Houfe tQ 
have their motions fairly put, that they might be adopted or negar 
lived. This was a period, of all others, in which it was moft ne^ 
ceffary to take care that the privileges of that Houfe (hould not be 
violated. Under that impreffion, he (hould certainly fubmit to the 
. Houfe a motion upon that fubjeS — This appeared to him a point 
of fuch importance, that he thou^t every qther bufinefs ought to 
give way to it ; for which reafon he would move to witbdraw. thp 
t)otice he had given of a motipn for to-morrow, in order that he 
jnight then bring forward his motion upon this fubjcS. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON faid, it appeared that the noble 
Lord himfelf could, be alarmed, though he would not fufFer any 
other perfon to entertain any appreheplion. If the noble Ix)rd had 
been in tlie Houfe on the occafion alluded to, he woyld have .been 
latisfied that the noble and learned Lord on (he yiroQlfai^l^ had coa? 
duded himfelf with the ytmpft regularity. The Houfe bad, in 
the moft diftin(i manner, teftified thieir wi(h not to luy^ the preamble 
read ; and the learned Lord, in pompHa^ce with (h^t wi(b, had 
omitted it. As a fpecific motioi) wa§ to be brought forward upon 
this bufinefs, he would i)ot (ay more at prefent ; but otherwjfe he 
was prepared to enter at large into a vindi^afion of ;he conduct pf 
the learned Lord on the woolfack. 

The gifhop of RQCHESTER ^oxibtp^ wl^cther it wa^ rcgqlaf 
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for the noble Lord to make a motion upon a fubjeft which paffcd 
upon a former occafion when he was not prefent. He concurred 
with the noble Lord who fpofce laft, in maintaining that the learned 
Lord had afted with regularity. After the Houfe had been fatigued 
with hearing that tedious preamble read, the learned Lord propofed, 
as an amendment, to leave out the preamble ; to which prppofal the^ 
Houfe gave their moft unanimous approbation, and even the noble 
Earl (Stanhope) did not oppofe it. Nothing, therefore, could be 
hiore regular than the whole proceeding, or more conformable to 
the privileges of that Houfe. 

Earl STANHOPE faid, that the notice which had been taken 
by the noble Earl of the proceeding on Friday laft, was becoming 
his conftitutional zeal. The right reverend prelate was certainly 
right when he had faid, that even in its mangled and curtailed 
fhape, he could not objedl to the flighteft and moft inconfiderablc 
part of his own motion ; but he had faid at the time explicitly and 
clearly, that it was not the motion which he had made, that the 
noble Lord on the woolfack had put to the Houfe. It was a mo- 
tion mangled and curtailed. And he muft declare that it was the 
moft unparliamentarj% fcandalous, and even atrocious proceeding that 
ever took place in Parliament. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR called to order, arid moved that 
the laft words be taken down by th6 Clerk. 

Strangers were ordered to withdraw. 

A warm debate took place during the abfence of ftrangers, in 
which Earl Stanhope explained. He faid, that the noble and 
learned Lord had thought it perhaps the beft mode of juftifying hi^ 
conduft to ftop him in the middle of a fentence, fo as to leave his 
meaning incomplete. He would repeat, therefore, what he had 
faid, and what he meant to fay. It was the moft fcandalous and 
atrocious proceeding that ever took place in Parliament, if any 
fuch proceeding ever did take place in Parliament. His afler- 
tion was hypotfictical. Juft in die fame way he might have him 
called to order, and have his words taken down,* if he had faid, 
** The prefent King, George III. has no right to the Crown of 
" thefe realms." Thefe words, taken by themfelves, would have 
incurred the penaltis of fedition ; but if they were part of a fentence, 
file remainder of which was, " if the Adl of Settlement had not 
** paffed," no man would fay that the expreflion was not conftitu- 
tional, correal, and true. 

Earl SPENCER in confequence of this explanation, moved tQ 
adjourn. > 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that he would only add tg 

£e % ' \. 


in PARLIAMENTARY A* 1794* 

what he had faid before, that the rules of the Houfe had been, in 
his opinion, unaccountably departed from ; and that certainly he 
would not fuffer any motion of his to drop in its paffage either from 
himfelf to the Chair, or from the Chair to the Houfe, whatever 
might be its fate in the hands of their Lordfhips when fairly put to 
tiiem. The Houfe adjourned. 

Tuejday^ %th April. 

The bill to authorife the raifing and arming volunteer corps to 
ferve within the kingdom, by fubfcription, being brought up frond 
the Commons, it was read a firft time. 

The Marquis LANSDOWNE declared his intention to oppofe 
this bill, as a mcafure that was injurious to the Coniiitution of this 
country'; and underftanding that the bill was to be read a fecond 
time on Friday next, his Lordftiip moved that all the Lords ftiould . 
be fummoned for that day. 

The noble Marquis then obferved, that various comments having 
been made on his condu6t in another place, as well as among their 
Lordftiips, refpccling his proceedings in the year 1782, on the 
fubjeft^of fubfcriptions, he thought it incumbent upon him to prove 
to their Lordfhips that no two matters on earth were more diametri- 
cally .oppofite, than the letters and anfwers in confequence of the 
prefent application to the counties, and the letters and anfwers in 
confequence of the application to the counties when he had the ho- 
nour to be firft Lord of the Treafury. The prefent mode he con- 
fidered as a breach of the Conftitution, the former one as ftriiEHy 
legal ; and therefore he fliould firft move, " that an humble addrefs 
fhould be prefented to His Majefty, praying him to direft that co- 
pies of the letters fent by His Majefty's Minifters in the year 1782, 
might be laid upon the table \' and then he fliould fubjoin, that 
the anfwers to thofe letters might alfa be laid upon the table,. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON faid, the noble Lord had not 
laid any grounds before the Houfe, to induce them to gr^nt the pa- 
pers for which he had moved. It did not appear to him that tiiey 
were at all neceffary to enable their Lordfhips to come to a deter- 
mination upon the merits of the prefent bill \ and therefore he 
fhould give the motion his negative. 

The Earl of DERBY conceived the grounds upon which the 
noble Marquis had moved for the papers to b? extremely obvious, 
and fuch as it appeared to him the Houfe could not in juftice refift. 
A kind of attack had been made upon the noble Marquis ; and in 
fupport of that attack, certain letters had been produced and read. 
The objedt of the noble Marquis was to refute that charge; for 
which purpofe he wiflied to have the whole of that correfpondencc 
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laid before the Houfe, upon a part of which they had been called 
upon to form a judgement. This rcqueft appeared to him perfect- 
ly reafonahle, he (hould therefore give his vote for the produfllon 
of thofe papers. 

The Earl of COVENTRY faid a few words in favour of the 
motion made by the Marquis of Lanfdowne. 

Lord GRENVILLE oppofed the motion, conceiving that the 
papers called for were wholly unneceffary upon this occafion. It 
was true that he had maintained, that the prefent meafure adopted 
by Minifters, was fimilar to that adopted by the noble Mar-, 
quis in 1782; and he was now ready to argue that point 
with any noble Lord, becaufe he w^s fure the two meafures 
were ^xa<3ly and precifely fimilar ; not, indeed, in every mi- 
nute part, but in the principle upon which tliey were founded. 
But at the fame time he wifhed not to have it underftood, that Mi- 
nifters had cited the cafe of 1 7 8 2 as a cafe upon which they meant 
to juftify their prefent plan ; but when they brought it for^-ard, 
they expefted that all thofe who had agreed in the propriety of the 
liibfcription of 1782, would, upon the fame principle, concur in 
the prefent one. This meafure was founled upon clear, diftindt 
conftituJtional principles, and not upon any one precedent in parti- 
cular, therefore it could not be neceffary to lay before the Houfe 
the papers now called for. 

The Marqds of LANSDOWNE again mentioned the propri- 
ety of his requeft, and appealed to the candour of the Houfe, whe- 
ther, after he had been attacked, it was fair to refufe him the means 
of defence. With refpe6t to the fuppofcd fimilarity between the 
two meafures, whenever the queftion came fully before the Houfe 
for its difcuflion, he would undertake to prove, in the moft fatis- 
fadlory manner, that they were as difliAiilar as two meafures could 
be ; the one was ftridly conftitutional, and the other was diredHy 
the reverfe. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, he had zXwzys underftoorf 
that it was the unqueftionable right of any perfon accufed, and when 
part of the charge againft him was founded upon any paper, that 
he might call for the whole of that paper, in order that he might 
ihew from the whole context, that the meaning which had been put 
upon the part produced was not that which (hould fairly be dra^Ti 
from the whole. If that was a principle of juftice, and he could 
not conceive how it could be denied, then it was clear that the noble 
Marquis had a right to demand thofe papers upon which his defence 
was to be founded. The Minifters had, upon this occafion, in 
his opinion, adopted a conduft as extraordinary as it was impolrtic, 
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bediufe they >?ere cftabliftiing as a principle, that Minifters mightf 
produce the papers of their predeceffors, or fo much of them as 
ferved the purpofe of theif arguments, and at the fame time refufe 
to produce the remainder. He had al^i^^ays under ftood^ that when 
Minifters came into office, they had a right to uf6 the papers of their 
predeceffors for their individual information, but that they had no 
right to produce thofe papers publicly, except for the purpofe of pub- 
lic juftice. Minifters ftxould be cautious how they fet an example^ 
to future Minifters to treat them in d fimilar mantier^ 

The Earl of CARLISLE faid, the whole miftakeuport this fub- 
je6t arofe from fuppofing that the rtoble Marquis had been attacked ; 
whereas the diredt contrary was the fa6t — for he conceived that no- 
thing could be a greater compliment to a man than to follow his^ 
example. So far, therefore, from cenfurirtg Tiis conduft^ Mini- 
fters had given it the ftrongeft marks of their approbation, by aft^ 
ing upon the fame principles. Rethought the noble Marquis would 
find fome difficulty in maintaining and proving his propofition, that 
the two meafures were, not in their nature fimilar 2 and ftill more 
difficulty would he find in proving the propriety of the refufal of 
Mr. Secretary Fox to produce the papers in 1782, and then to 
argue upon the impropriety of fuch a refufal by the Minifters in 

1794. 

The Earl of DERBY contended, that it was obvious that the 
noble Marquis had been accufed, bccaufe his conduct in the year 
1782 had been compared widi a meafure which he (the Marquis^ 
of Lanfdowne) had reprobated as utterly irreconcileable with the Con- 
ftitution of the kingdom. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE faid, that thofe who accufed 
him of not laying before the Houfe ajiy grounds for the produdtion 
of the papers in queftion, had forgotten that he had declared, that 
his only reafon for not ftating his reafons was, becaufe there was 
another queftion of great importance to be difcuffed that day, and 
not becaufe he had no reafons to offer. A noble Lord behind him 
(Lord^Carlifle) had faid, that inftead of being accufed, he was 
complimented by Minifters. That noble Lord had infinitely more 
knowledge of the world, and much greater abilities to apply that 
knowledge, than he had ; and to that noble Lord it might appear, 
that a charge of inconfiftency and change of political opinion was a 
compliment; but fo completely old-fa(hioned were his opinions, 
that he was extremely anxious to maintain his charader for con- 
fiftency and uniformity of political fentiment. He once more left 
his cafe in the l^reaft of every noble Lord, and hoped their candour 
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would not preclude him from the mcsns of defence, after having 
been fo ferioufly accufed. 

Earl STANHOPE fpoke in fupport of the motion, and faid, 
that rather than have the whole queftion negatived, he would pro- 
pofe to divide it, and put the queftion firft upon the prodiidion of 
the circular letter, to which he thought there could be no objeflion. 

Lord AUCKLAND faid, he had not yet heard any good reafon 
afligned why thofe papers (hould be produced ; he was therefore 
averfe to their production. He was not acquainted with the nature 
of the anfwers tranfmitted to the letter of 1 782 ; but as Minifters 
had ftated that fom'e danger and inconvenience might arife frpm their 
being made puTOc, he thought the Houfe ought to be fatisfied with 
tjiat reafon, particularly as the period was not fo remote as to pre- 
clude the poflibility of danger. 

Lord GREN VI LLE faid, he had no objedion to produce the 
letter and plan of 1782, but not becaufe they were necelTary upon 
the prefent occafion. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE now moved that the letter and 
plan of 1782 fl;ould be laid upon the table. 

This motion was then put, and agreed to. 
, The motion for tlie produftion of the anfwers to that letter wa* 
next put; upon which the Houfe divided. 

For the motitm, 8 ; A^inft it, 56. Majority, 48. 

The order of the day being read, 
. The Earl of LAUDERDALE obferved, that he was about to 
trefpafs on the patience of their Lordfhips, in bringing forward a 
motion which involved in its confideration the honour of their Lord- 
(hips, atjd the credit and dignity of the Houfe. If, he obferved, 
thei:c was ever a time that the orders, the forms, and the privileges 
of the Houfe (hould be ftrictly and pertinacioufly adhered to, it was 
the prefent. There fhouid nodiing be permitted, to occur that fhould 
deftroy the folemnityof their difcaflions, or prejudice their proceed- 
ings, in the brcaft of the Public. He had antecedently given notice 
of bringing forward a motion which he would wave, to fubftitutc 
one relating to the orders and forms of Parliament. What at pre- 
fent occupied his attention was a matter to which he wi(hcd he could 
do that juftiee which its importance demanded. It related to the 
maintenance of llieir privileges againft the encroachments offered to 
the forms of the Houfe. If they were not regularly adhered to, he 
oWerved, that there was an end to the liberty of debate. If the 
forms of Parliament were not obferved, the Public could not be a 
Judge of the proceedings of their Lordlhips, if their motions were 
tp bp gjtcred or garbled accordijig to the fancy of any individwalt 
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What had indueed him, he faid, to offer thcfe obfervations, wat 
what he was affured had taken place on Friday laft, with reTpeft to 
the motion made by his noble friend (Lord Stanhope.) He under- 
ftood on Wiat evening, that fomehow or other his motion had becrt 
put with the moft effential part expunged or omitted. This wasfo 
lingular a circumftance, and fo novel in its nature, that it was really 
of a nature which he had not words to define. What the nature 
pf the motion was, certainly was foreign to the fubjcA of debate; 
if it were the moft abfurd and ridiculous that poffibly could be ima-. 
gined, he maintained that it fhould have been fubmitted to the Houfc 
in the precife language of the mover. If the motion was unfit for 
the Houfc to hear, it could have been difpofod of by the previous 
queftion ; but the Houfe had not a right, he infifted, neither had 
any individual a right, to alter the conftruciion, or vary the words 
of the moti(Mi. If the motion was ever fo dark and black, which 
as not being prefent, he could not fay it was, it (hould not, he ar- 
gued, be altered. If any noble Lord, in the heat of debate, fhould 
be led into any warmth of language or vehemence, he may be called 
to order, but nothing could warrant a facrifice of the forms of the 
Houfe as a puniftiment. The credit of the Houfe, or of any Af- 
fcmbly, depended on a ftricfl adherence to its^ forms ; and therefore 
he muft proteft againft the proceedings of that night. It was the 
privilege of every Member in the Houfe, he infifted, to ftate any 
motion he had to make in any words he thought proper, and there 
were precedents in both Houfes of Parliament, which demonftratcd, 
that this was a privilege that every Member in both Houfes enjoyed. 
His Lordfhip obferved, that in the Houfe of Peers, the Houfe fhould 
be particularly tenacious not to fufFer its Speaker to furpafs the pow- 
ers with which he is invefted by the Conftitution ; the more fo, as 
he was appointed by the Crown ; while in the lower Houfe, the 
Speaker was eleScd by the Commons. His Lordfhip next adverted 
to the precedents of 1620 and 1677. The Speaker, he faid, 
having declined putting the queftion, becaufe tlie King fent an order 
to adjourn, was fevercly cenfured in a fubfequent fcflion of Parlia- 
ment, and it was aflerted, that the King had nothinjg whatever to 
do with the Speaker; and one of the Members obferved, that as 
the Speaker had thought fit to take care of the King, it behoved 
the Members to take care of themfelves by reproving him for his con* 
duft. Sir Thomas Clarges, in fpeaking of the queftion, obferved, 
** That the Speaker had ufurped more of the. attention of the Houfe 
tfian any oth^r Member, by giving his opinion ;" but if that opinion 
was to be confidered as the fenfe of Parliament, and his patter was 
tp fupply them with fentiments^ there was an end to the rights and 
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privileges of the Houfe ; for the Speaker could mifrept'efent to Ab 
Public, the proceedings of its Members, and thus would the tdsk 
of rcprefentation be deftroyed. In adverting to the circumftance 
of Friday, his LordAiip faid, that he had been told that the fenfe 
of the Houfe had been taken by certain (igns or looks. He could 
not anfwer for this mode, neither had h^ learned whether a long 
countenance expreffed the previous queftion; or a frown, a negative ; 
or a fmile, an affirmative. There was much difficulty, he con- 
ceived, in afcertaining the fentiments of the Houfe by this new 
mode; and he confefled that he was not ph;^ognomift enough to 
know what conftrudtion to put on the countenances of Members. 
But there was one circumftance that rendered it ftill nwre difficult : 
he could not, for his part, conceive how the countenances of proxies 
could be confulted. Here the noble Lord quoted the paflage in the 
Critic,^ Yfhcre Lord Burleigh is introduced, and upon whofe fignifi- 
cant nod fo much of the fate of Spain is made to depend ; as if the 
noble and learned Lord on the woolfack could difcover, from the 
nods and geftures of other noble Lords in that Houfe, enough to 
enfure by his condud and manner of treating the motion of that day, 
the fafety of the Britifh empire againft the attacks and principles of 
French Republicanifm. He regretted that one noble Vifcount 
(Sydney) was not in his place, fo able to comprehend and ready to 
pradtife that modeof decifion ; for if it was a good one, he certainly 
was one of the wifeft and greateft Statefmen that ever appeared in 
that Houfe. His Lordrtiip declared, that, fcrioufly fpeaking, there 
could be no apology offered for the negleft of forms. With regard 
to the circumftance which had called forth his attention, if it were 
admitted, the Clerk at their Lordfhip's table mi^t fay, that he 
would not copy a proteft which was not conformable to his own fen- 
timents ; for he certainly had as much right to take fuch a liberty 
as the Speaker of the Houfe had authority to alter the prppofition 
moved by any of their Lordfliips. He would for thefe rcafons con- 
clude by moving, " That it was the duty of the Speaker of the 
Houfe to put the motion made by any noble Lord in the words of 
the mover ; and that he (hould take the fenfe of the Houfe, agree- 
able to the form of Parliament, by calling on the contents, and 
not contents" 

Lord THURLOW complimented the noble Earl in the prc^w 
and candid manner in which he had brought forward his motion ; 
as far as his arguments went as to the neceffity of a ftrift and in^ 
violable obfervance of the orders of the Houfe, there could be no 
difference of opinion in that Houfe ; and therefore he approved^ t^ 
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the motion, faut not to fo great an extent as the noble Earl had car- 
wed- it* For he did not think that the Speaker could be bound by 
duty to J>ul any queftion that might be moved, in fueh direfi terms 
as to come t6 the decifion of content or not content upon it at once ; 
but at the fame time when fuch queftions occurred as might make it 
right, and neceffary that they fliouid not be put at all, there was a 
manner, or rather there were many methods of getting rid of them 
in a regular way, and which ought always to be preferred to any de- 
viation from the general and eftabliflied pra<^ce of the Houfe : the 
firft was tt) take down the words, and when that was done, no dif- 
cuffion could be proceeded upon till that was difpofed of. Another 
was, that if any thing rafli, indecent, or improper to be difcuffed, 
was brought forward in a motion, the previous queftion could be 
moved upon it, and by cither of thcfe methods it never could come 
to the queftion of cQtitent or not content* He confidcred it perfeflly 
irrcgukir to allude on a fubfequent day to what had pafled on a former, 
but he lliQuld confider any decifion to be falfe that was come to upon 
any queftion, the words of which had been altered from die original 
motion given in by the mover. He confefled he entertained doubts 
refpe6Hng the propriety of expunging motfons from the Journals on 
tfac fame day they Were entered there; but he was deafly of opinion 
<hat not a fyllable could be left out of any motion that was given to 
tlie Speaker to b.e put for the decifion of the Houfe : there exifted 
510 privilege to alter it. Having faid thus much, he wiihed it not 
10 be underftood, that if any perfon was to ufe the language of inde- 
cency, irreligion, or treafon in a motion, the Speaker was obliged 
to put that queftion to the Houfe ; but in thefe cafes he had pointed 
<)ut different regular ways of getting rid of it. Approving therefore 
of the noble Earl's conduft, thou^ not going along with him to the 
extent of his motion, he thought that upon a due confidcration of the 
fubjedt, it was beft to let it remain juft where it was. He would 
conclude by moving the previous queftion. 

The Earl of KINNOUL (Lord Hay) faid he was prefent on 
Friday night, and declared, that it appeared to him that the noble 
and learned Lord had conduced himfelf with the utnfioft propriety, 
and had only conformed to M^hat w^s the uniyerfally-declared wifli 
of the Houfe. 

• The Earl of CAERNARVON thought it ftrange diat the noble 
Lord (Lauderdale) fliouId come to the Houfe to ccnfure a proceeding 
Aat pafled unanimoufly, of wliich the noble Earl could have no 
bther account but from memory, and which Was in fadl a non-en- 
lity, no veftige of it remaining on their Lordfliips' journals. This 
was drawing conclufions from felfe premifes, and ill fuited the dig- 
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nity of the Houfe to attend to. His Lord(hip defended 'the oonduft 
of the Chancdlor^ who a£led on that occafion by what might, in 
every fenfc of the word, be called the unanimous confent of die. 
Houfe, and who appeared to him to have no other motive than that 
of wifliing to proceed in the mod lenient manner towards the noble 
Lord who made that extraordinary motion. 

Lord CARLISLE doubted whedier this was a queffion in which 
k would be proper to put the previous queftion. He wiihed to 
^d his .approbation to that exprefled by the other noble Lords^ 
with refpe6i to the c<Midu<^ of the learned Lord, which appeared fio 
him perfedly coniiftent with the order and dignity of the Houfe, ' as 
well as its forms. 

Earl STANHOPE faid, it might be expeded that he would 
Cay a few word^ upon this fubjedl. In confeqnence -of what had 
fiilkn from di^ent noble Lords, he was particularly called v^pon 
to explain, and give to thofe who did him the honour of fupporting 
him, every information in his power. One noble Lord bad talked 
a great deal of the preamble, and the refolution, urging that one 
was ^ contradidion to the other, and confequently muft be divided^ 
before the contents and non-contents could be taken ; his Lordfhip 
lamented that it did not appear on the Journals, in order that he 
nri^ vindicate himfelf againft any charge brought ^gainft him ; 
in his own mind, he was convinced of the impoflibility of the hict 
mory retaining fufficient for any perfon to ground an accufatioa 
againft him ; his Lordftip would fuppofe it poffible, not that it 
could happen in this Houfe, that the Prefident of an afferiibly was 
to take a motion made by an individual, and after reading it to 
himfelf, and not perfectly agreeing with it, (hould in a rage (lamp 
it under his feet ; the Member who had made the motion would at 
leaft think it not perfedlly regular, but in his opinion it would not 
be worfe than taking the fenfc of the Houfe by the countenances of 
their Lordfhips. He would go farther, and infift that the manner 
in which his refolutions were treated, was feirly grinning the qucf*- 
tion out of countenance. He would not trefpafs on their patience 
any longer than by faying, which if he was not right, he could be' 
eorreded by a noble Lord, who had been Speaker of the other 
Houfe ; that if in the democratic Houfe below, any motion wj|s 
made which the Speaker for the Commons did not approve, and he 
ihould endeavour to colled the fcnfe of the Houfe by the faces <rf 
the Members, he doubted mlich if tliey would not rife in a ma&> 
and pull his wig from his head; fituated as he was, \t would mt, 
become him to fay more on the fubjeft. ^ 

Lord ORENVILLp laid, he had hoped> after the ftrong hint 
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which the noble Lord had received of the opinion of the Houfe re- 
fpe6Ung his motion, that he would have rcfleded ferioufly upon his 
conduct, and have apologifed to that Houfe for bringing it forward. 
After the very able and diftinft manner in which the noble and 
learned Lord (Thurlow) had fpoken upon this point, it was unne- 
c^ffary for him to fay much upon the fubjeft. His Lofdfhip then 
proceeded to ftate a variety of inftances in both Houfes of Parlia- 
menty in which it was not abfolutely neccffary for. the Speaker to 
take the opinion of the Houfe in the ufual form^ way. The man- 
ner in which tlie motion was worded, rendered it difficult for him 
to give it a decided negative or aflfont. When he found this bufinefs 
was to be brought forward, he expefted it would have been done by 
a motion for a cenfure upon the noble and learned Lord : if fo, he 
was prepared to have propofed a motion of approbation in oppofition 
to it — a motion which he was fure would have met with the decid- 
ed fupport of the Houfe. H^ concluded with moving to adjourn. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE faid, that after what bad 
fallen from a noble and learned Lord early in the debate, It was 
impoffible for him, or any other perfon, to add weight to fuch ar- 
guments. As far as regarded the order and regularity of proceed- 
ing in that Houfe, what had fallen from that noble and learned 
Lord, fhould never be deviated from. The noble Marquis, with- 
out going into the debate of the former day, ftated, that to all thofe 
wha underftood the book from which quotations had been made 
that day, it muft appear, that in the book •jf Samuel, and the pro- 
per application of what was there faid of Kings, there was much 
folid wifdom and ufeful information. He had feen the motion of 
the noble Lord, and tliought that if fome ftrong expreffions were 
taken from it, it would have contained nothing more than what had 
often been faid with impunity in both Houfes of Parliament. He 
paid maay compliments to the noble Earl (Stanhope) and his family, 
on their private and public virtues, and agreed with Lord Thurlow 
that the beft way was to let the matter remain juft as it was ; he Was 
therefore for the previous queftion. 

Earl MANSFIELD declared his entire approbation of the con- 
duft of the Lord Chancellor, and voted for the queftion of adjourn- 
snent. 

The Lord CHANCELLOR requefted die indulgence of the 
Houfe for a few minutes, .upon a fubjedl in wWch he perfonally 
was fo much implicated. With refpeft to the queftion of order, 
nothing could be more clear than that it was not neceftary to put the 
queftion of content or not content upon every point. It was necef- 
bxy |p confult the Hpuf<?, by afking. Is it the ples^ure of the Houfe 
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Aat fijch a thing fhould be donef and if no Lord diffcntcd, then 
the thii^ was ordered widiout putting the qucftion — For inftance, 
when a meflfage was to be received from the Commons, the queftion 
was not put, content or not content i previous to the meffengers be- 
ing admitted, the Speaker only fays, Is it the pleafure of the Houfc 
that the meffengers be called in ? If rio Lord oppofes their being 
called in, then they are introduced without farther queftion. His 
Lord(hip ftated feveral other inftances of a fimilar nature. He next 
adverted' ta the circumftances which took place on Friday. He faid, 
he was in the judgement of the Houfe, whether he did not aS in 
conformity to the fenfe of the Houfe, very ftrongly and very una- 
nimoufly expreffed ? He was alfo induced to hold that conduft, 
from a wifh to adopt the moft lenient meafures towards the noble 
Lord himfelf. His Lordfhip concluded with thanking the feveral 
noble Peers in particular, and the Houfe in general, for the fupport 
they had given him ; and faid it always had been, and always (hould 
be, his ftudy to deferve a continuation of that fupport, by a ftrift 
adherence to the duties of the office which it was his lot to fill. 

Ths Earl of LAUDERDALE clofed the debate by exprefling 
his thanks to the noble and learned Lord who fpoke early in the de- 
bate, and whofe arguments prevented him from going more into the 
queftion. One point he wifhed to explain, as it feemed in the courfe 
of the debate to be mifunderftood : he had never made any har(h 
obfervations on the motion which his noble friend made on Friday 
laft ; becaufe, not being prefent, he could not think himfelf jufti- 
fied in giving any opinion upon it at all : what he had faid was, that 
had it been as bad as it could be, the treatment it met with was 
equally rcprehenfible. He had only farther to add, that, confidcr- 
ing that as a qucftion of the greateft importance, he had allowed it 
to take place of his notice which ftood for that day on another fub- 
je<ft, (refpeding Meffrs. Muir and Palmer) which from the preffurc 
of other public buftneft, he now found he could not bring forward 
fooner than that day feSinight : he therefore moved that the Lords 
be fummoned for Tuefday next. 

The queftion of adjournment was then put, and carried without^ 
a divifion. — ^The Houfe adjourned. 

Wednejday^ <)th April 

No debate. 

Thurfday^ l oth April 

ThaEarl of MOIRA reminded theHoufethat he had, in the courfe 
the laft feffion, brought in a bilU which was dropped, on its being 
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agreed that the Judges (hould prepare a report upon the fubjed, on 
which a new b ill fliould be framed. No fuch report had been 
ntade ; and he now troubled their Lordfhips, merely to ftate to 
them his moft anxious wi(h that it might very (hortly be made, 
when he hoped that fome noble Lord would take up the fubjefl, as 
he, from his prefent engagements, (hould be prevented from doing 
lb. He affured the Houfe, however, that had he been aware that 
the military operations for which he had held himfelf in readineis, 
would have unfortunately been fo long delayed, he fhould, before 
the prefent period, have brought the fubjecS: forward. 

Lord KENYON replied, that the learned Judges had not ne- 
gledtedthe fubje(^; and believed he might take upon himfelf to af- 
fure the noble Lord, that they would very ftiortly prefent their 
anfwer to the Houfe ; and he would alfo affure the nobk Lord^i 
that, (hould his military duty occaiion his abfence at the difcuflion^ 
nothing (hould be wanting in him to endeavour the attainment of 
that defirable meafure, which the noble Lord had fo warmly and 
laudably undertaken. 

The Duke of NORFOLK moved, that the Houfe fhould re- 
fclve itfelf into a Committee of the whole Houfe to reconfider How- 
ard's Divorce bill. 

This being done, the Clerk read the bill, paragraph by para- 
graph, to the claufe which baftardized the child of which Lady 
Howard was now pregnant. 

Lord KENYON obje<Sed to this claufe, as contrary to the 
cftablifhed law of the land, and infifted, that to pafs it would lay 
tiown a moft dangerous precedent. The lady had eloped from her 
hufband on a ccr^in day ; and the child^ of which (he was now 
pregnant, was on the eve of being brought into the world, within 
the ufual time of her laft cohabiting with her hufband, yet was the 
cbild to be baftardized. He faid, he tried this caufe in its ftage 
through the King*s Bench, and much lamented the unhappy fitua- 
tion of the parties. But he muft not facrifice the juftice of the law 
to any private feelings, nor admit that it was legal to baftardize^ 
under the oireuraftances of the cafe, the ifliie of which the lady 
was now enfeint. The law of the land laid it down as a rule, that 
the limited time was forty weeks, but in certain cafes it had been 
proved, and he cited one, when through fright, a woman had 
gone nine days more. But by the prefent bill, even the forty weeks 
were not allowed, although it was underftood and credited as a 
U&y that Mr. Bingham had no. criminal connexion with the lady 
until the day ihe eloped from her hufband, and from itot day to 
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As day on which the child Was to be bafhrdizod It did not make 
mne months. 

The Duke of NORFOLK pointed out the very great injuftice 
that m%ht be done to his femily by impofing a fpurious heir to in- 
herit the title and eftate. He was clear, in his own mind, that 
die claufe of baftardy was a juft one. He cited the cafe of Stewart** 
Divorce bill as a proof that the claufe of baftardy was a right one ; 
biif to obviate all objedions, he was willing that the claufe Ihoulcl 
rein '* if the child was born after the 30th of April,'* which would 
make it s^reeable to the learned Lord's idea of forty weeks and nine 
days. 

Lord AUCKLAND was clearly of opinion, that the law, in* 
every particular cafe, fhould never be ftralned to over-rule its gene- 
rrf principle ; and therefore he was clearly of opinion, with th«? 
noble and learned Lord, that the claufe of baftardy ought not to be 
admitted. He faid, the cafe of Mr. Stewart was not in point, and 
was a very bad precedent. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR thought, that there were fome 
exceptions, in which baftardy might be admitted, although th€f 
child was born in wedlock ; and, as an inftance, in the cafe of Mr^ 
Stewart, when the lady had eloped from her huft>and, had a child 
in another kir^dom by a Mr. Briftow, two years afterwards, and 
when with child by another perfon, becaufe the hufband found heif 
out, had that child chriftened in his name, becaufe they had beert 
found together. In this cafe, furely it was prudent to baftardize 
the iffue. His Lordfliip thought, tile beft way would be to file ^ 
bill, and record the evidence, fo as to prove at any future day atf 
what time the laft co-habitation was, and at what time the child 
was bom. Then the baftardizing claufe would not be rcquifite. 

The Duke of NORFOLK rofe to reply— and here 

The EiAop of ROCHESTER moved that the Houfe fliould 
be cleared of all ftrangers. 

The bufinefs was poftponed until Monday. 

Friday, 1 1 th April. 

Lord GRENVILLE moved, that^the Volunteer Corps bill be 
read a fecond time. 

The. Marquis of LANSDOWNE faid, he cxpeded that Mi- 
nifters^ in bringing forward this meafure, would have ftated th« 
grounds upon which they had brought it forward ; but as • they had 
not thought proper to do fo, they had compelled him to guefe aC 
what they would fay, and to anfwer by anticipation to their arga- 
mcnts; The. Miniftcrs haviiig laid before the Houfe the cireular 


224 PARLIAMENTARY A. i794^ 

letter of 1 7 8 2, he would now prove to the If oufc die complete* and 
total difference which exifted between that and the prefent plan. In 
the firll place, he would ftate, that before he had adopted that 
meafure, he had taken the opinion of a lawyer of the firft authority ; 
he meant the late Lord A(hburton ; his opinion he had now in hi$ 
hand, completely juftifying the legality of the mode of condudlpur- 
fued on that occafion. The difference between the two plans was 
this, that the letter which he had fent in 178 a, was for the purpofe 
of obtaining information from different parts of the country, and a 
great deal of valuable information was obtained by it. The. plan 
fubmitted to the confideration of the people in his letter, was not 
that they fhould fiibfcribe money, but that they (hould arm them- 
felves, and perform their exercife at the moft convenient time. In 
thefe points, the difference between that meafure and the prefent 
was obvious. By the plan of 1782, the officers were to be ap- 
pointed by the Chief Magiftrates of the various towns, &c. In ihc 
prefent inftance, the officers were to be appointed by the King, 
through the medium of the Lord Lieutenant— a circumftance which 
did not add to the popularity of the meafure. Thefe were the 
grounds upon which he had taken upon himfelf to fay, that the two 
plans were in their nature effentially different. He would now 
beg leave to fay a few words upon the prefent bill. It was faid that 
this was a voluntary fubfcription : but it required no great judge- 
meat to know, that a fubfcription recommended by His Majefiy's 
Minifters would come to many jierfons preffed fo flrongly that they 
could not rcfufc them : their power, patronage and influence were 
too extenfive to admit of much free-will in a conftderable part of 
the kingdom — If there fhould happen to be in oppofition, a man of 
public charadler and eminence, and that man fhould pofTefs a the- 
atre, how eafy was it for any cunning man in the fervice of Admi- 
nifbation to threaten him with a tax upon that fpecies of property ? 
The noble Marquis then adverted to the principles of the war, and 
contended, that the prefent afpedt of affairs was fuch^as ought to in- 
duce Miniflers to feek the firft opportunity of -making a peace.—- 
He then proceeded to cenfure the coriduft of Minifters towards the 
neutral powers, which he contended was arbitrary in the extreme, 
particularly towards the Grand Duke of Tufcany, to whom, he 
bad been informed by a correfpondent, whofe name he would not 
mention, the moft violent and arbitrary fyfiem of conduft had been 
adopted. Having preffed thefe points' at confiderable length, he 
concluded with hoping that fome noble Lord would move a claufe> 
to make it ^cgal to enter into fubfcriptions of this nature. 

Lord ABINGDON faid, piy Lords^ happening to be in the 
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country when the motion ^tls made the other d?y by a noble Earl 
of this Houfe, ** for.ccnfuring the meafure of granting to the Execu- 
tive Government any private aid, bpnevolencei of fubfcription, 
for public purpofes, without the confent of Parliatnent," and hav- 
ing formerly (that is in the year 1778) moved a propofition of like 
import to your Lordrtiips, and troubled thd Houfe with my fenti- 
ments upon it ; it is for this reafon that I have now upon the late 
occafion to r^ret my abfencc from the Houfe ; for meaning, had I 
been prefetit, moft decidedly to have voted fojr the previous queftion; 
that was then put and carried, I. (hould at the fame time have 
had the opportunity of explaining the rcafons and motives of my vote. 
But let it not be prefumed, that, in giving this vote for the. pre- 
vious queftion, I fhould, in any one word or thought, have Chang- 
ed the ' opinions which I had before held and maintained; they 
were too well grounded on fafls, and too well fupported by autho- 
rity at the time, for me, by any novel arguments now, to have de- 
parted one iota irom thofe opinions ; f ifts which the country has 
ever fince had abundant reafon to deplore, and authority, the great- 
nefe of which none will difputc, when I fay, that I have now tha 
fatisfaclion of having in my pofleffion a letter to me, from tliat great 
and illuftrious ftatefmari the late Earl of Chatham, in which he 
not only approves the meafure, but " laments his incapacity of 
not being able, from indifpofition, to give his fupport in a matter,'* 
as his Lordfhip fays, " certainly important, and well worthy of 
the public fpirit that gives motion to the inquir)^" There are 
other authorities too, that I could in the fame manner avail myfclf 
of; but this authority alone is a hoft of itfelf, and fufScient for 
my purpofe. 

I fay then, my Lords, that this vote would have proceeded from 
no change of fentiment in me, for the cafes not being the fame, 
and the times materially different, tliere w^as no call for any change 
of opinion. 

The cafe of 1778 was, that Parliament, was purpofely adjourn- 
ed, in order to prevent the interference of Parliament with the 
private fubfcriptions that were then fet on. foot for public ^purpofes ; 
whereas, in 1794, the Parliament 15 purpofely kept fitting, with 
the view of legalizing (as the very bill now before us proves) that 
which otherwife would have been,^ moft undoubtedly, in my opi- 
nion, both unconftitutional and illegal. 

And as to the times, who is it that (hall compare tbem together ? 
At that time, that is, in 1778, Parliament was making war upon 
our fellow-fubjedls in America, for the parpoft of laying unconfti- 
tutional taxes upon them, and in fo much, therefore, in violation 
Vol. XXXVIII. Gg 
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of the Conftitutioft of this country. In 1794, Parliament is 
making war, upon our old, natural, and ever to remain, impla- 
cable enemies, the now Sam Culottes of France ; and for the dircfit 
oppofite purpofe, not of violating, but of faving, our Conftitutidn 
from ruin and deftruftion* In 1778, then, fubfcriptions were 
had for illegal and unconftitutional purpofes ; in 1794, they arc 
had both for legal and conftitutional purpofes. 

Thefc, my Lords, would have been my reafons foV the vote 
I (hould have given for the previous queftion, and thefe are my 
Gonfequent reafons for the vote I (hall give for this bill." 

[In the courfe of his fpeech, his Lordrtiip mentioned the mc- 
memorable expreffion of Lord.Lanfdowne towards the.clofe of the 
American war, that " he feared the fun of Great Britain was Jet 
fortver.*' He alfo mentioned his having voted for the peace made 
by the noble Marquis, and fo, he faid, he would have done if 
the Devil had made it.] 

The Earl of COVENTRY was decidedly in favour of the 
bill, and thought Miniders highly commendable in bringing it for« 
ward. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE made a (hort reply to the two 
noble Lords who had preceded him, and made fome allufion to 
what had paffed in the other houfe on a former night, and the 
threats that Minifters had thrown out, of taxing, in any way they 
might think proper, the property of all thofe who differed with them 
in opinion. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, that the Miniftcrs by no meant 
founded their defence of this bill upon its fimilitude to the meafure 
of 1 7 8 2 : on the contrar}', they defended it upon great conftitutionai 
principles ; they defended it upon the opinions of Lord Coke, 
Lord Hardwicke, and Lord Mansfield, and upon the univerfal 
fyftem of condudl adopted hj every Minifter lince the acceffion of 
the prefent flimily to the throne — But, if it was neccflfary, he could 
prove that the meafure was perfedtly fimilar in point of principle 
with the meafure which the noble Marquis hi mfelf brought forward ;^ 
for, though there was not the word money to be found in the let- 
ter of 1782, yet the people were called upon to arm themfelves, 
which could not be done without their laying out money ; and fo 
the pcrfons to whom that letter was font underftood it, becaufc they 
adually entered into fubfcriptions in confequcnce of it.' But thfe 
noble Marquis had contended, that Miniflers could enforce their 
requefts by means of their influence and power, and had inftanced a 
cafe of a gentleman who was proprietor of a theatre. That was a 
moil \mfortunate jnftancc for the argument of the noble Marquis, 
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becaufe ivhat had fallen from aa honourable friend of hk In another 
place, was provoked by an attack from another honourable Member 
whom he had no hopes of any fubfcription from, although a fub- 
icription might be in conteirqtlation iPor that gentleman htmfelf. 
With refpeft to the obfcrvation which the noble Marqius had made 
refpefling the conduct of the Englifli towards neutral powers, he 
would not anfwer him, as it had no reference to the prefent quef- 
tion. His Lordfhip concluded with obferving, that it would be 
extremely hard if the people of this country were not at liberty to 
fubfcribe in defence of their laws, of their properties, and of th^r 
religion. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE paid a handfomc compliment 
to his honourable friend, who had been alluded to by the laft Speaker, 
and put it, as a gentleman and a Member of that Houfe, whether 
he had not been imprudent and uncandid in the manner in which 
he had mentioned that fubjedl? A fubje6t that was moft honourable 
to the perfon alluded to, and approved of and fupperted at the time 
by the bed and moft diftingutfhed charaders of the prefent age, 
many of them differing in their political views and conduit, but all 
unanimous in the redtitude and propriety of what they did in that 
inftance. He therefore would, without any morefevere corredJion, 
leave the noble Lord to his own confcience; and if, when on his 
pillow, he could excufe himfelf for rfie raflinefs and indelicacy of 
his conduct in that alluiion, he, fur one, and he believed moft of 
their Lord(hips, would think a feverer reprimand could not be given 
to him. 

The Duke of LEEDS faid, he could not go the length, that he 

underftood the noble Secretary of State had done upon a former 

night, in ftating that becaufe a levy of men was fuggefted in the 

letter of 1782, it was the fame as calling for a fubfcription, becaufe 

men could not be raifed without money ; as well n>ight it be faid, 

that becaufe the King has the prerogative of making war, he, the 

Ki(^, might call tor money and command it, becaufe war could 

not be carried on without nKwney. He faid, lie had not been one 

xif thofe Lord Lieutenants that had been at all confuked on this 

meafare, nor had he even the honour to receive ansr letter from the 

Secretary of State on the fubjcA. He did not think th'^re was any 

thing blameable in either of the letters, but the contrary ; at the 

fame time they certainly were not of the, fame tenuur. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON faid, that the noble Mvquls 

had, in comparing tne two cafes of 1782 and 1794, made dif* 

in-^ions where there exifted no difference ; and, rather tt^an let 

. he meafure of the prefent Minifter ftand, would mix tm 9wn mea« 
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fure in a conim©n ruin with it. As to die demand, as it was called, 
of a fubfcription, it was only a fu^eftion for the Gonfideration of 
tiic people. 

Earl STANHOPE ftrenuoufly infiftcd on the illegality of calling 
for a fubfcription, or of the King taking any money from the pockets 
of the people, without the content of Parliament. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE, in a general reply, faid, 
that by tlie Conftitution every fubje<S, in trafe of invafion, was 
bound to turn* out armed on the requifition of His Majefty. He 
was obliged," on foch a cafe, to fumifti himfelf with a iTiilfket, but 
not to pay a fingle (hilling to the Crown on any requifition, unlefs 
voted by Parliament. He rejoiced that a refpeSable Member of 
the Houfe of Commons had taken up' the bufinefs of finecures, 
which he hoped he would not abandon. He wiihed ajfo that fees 
and perquifites of office might be examined. He kijew not what 
they were good for. They ferved only to make Clerks of Mini-» 
fters, and Minifters of Clerks. 

• The queftion was put and carried without a divifioni and the 
bill then read a fecond time. 

' Monday y i J^th ApriU 

No public bufinefs. 

Tuefdayy 1 5/A April 

Earl STANHOPE faid, that their Lordfhips muft be fenfible 
that the length of the trial of Mr. Haftings was a fubje<ft that de- 
manded the moft ferious confideration, not merely as it afFedted the 
gentleman himfelf, but alfo as it aflFe6led the courfe of proceeding 
and the juftice of the country. One obvious mode of bringing it to 
a fpeedier termination would be, that their Lordfhips Ihould give 
more days to it in each week, and more hours in each day. The 
Commons had declared that they were ready, and the Managers that 
they were prepared to attend them as often as their Lordfhips fhould 
appoint. Mr. Haflings and his Counfel were equally prepared and 
ready to attend their Lordfhips. He therefore moved, ** That their 
"Lordfhips fhould go down to Weftminfter Hall to-morrow, at 
1 2 o'clock." 

The Earl of COVENTRY faid, he was happy that the noble 
Earl had at laft made a motion in which he could agree with him, 
and begged leave to fecond it. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that the motion would be 
perfe<£Hy proper, in his mind, if it could be communicated in time 5 
but he thought it was hardly proper to make the alteration for fa 
early a day as the next. After a few words from the Lord Chan^ 
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cellor and Lord Derby to the fame efFcft, the Houfe paffed to the 
order of the day. Lord Stanhope giving notice that he fhould renew 
his motion on a future day. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE began, by declaring to tlicir Lord- 
fhips, that he fliould be as void* of tafte and judgment, as of de- 
cency, if he did not apol(^ze to their Lordfhips fyr prefuming to 
bring before them the queftion to which he, was about to call their 
attention. The fubjeS was of fuch a nature,' fo complicated, tech- 
nical, and fo involved in legal difBculties, that even to a man of 
profeflional knowledge, and prof^flional habits, it would be a quef- 
tion that would demand all his refearch, and a(l his powers. How 
then could he, who had no profeflional habits, prcfumc to encoun- 
ter the difficulty ? The beft apology that he could make, was fimply 
to ftate to their Lordftiips the truth. Feeling^a very particular ob- 
ligation to reft upon him with regard to every thing that afFeded that 
part of the country to which he particularly belonged, from the 
greater gratitude which he owed to thofe* who fcht him to that Houfe, 
more than-lnyirtdtvidual Lord that had the honour to rcprefent the 
Peerage of Scotland. Owing to the ur^aralleled circumftances irt 
which, of all l3ie reprefentative Peers, he had the honour to ftand, 
he was led to look at the trials which' had lately taken place in that 
part of the kingdom, and compare them with the fentences which 
had been paffed upon fimilar offences when tried before the Courts 
of England. His furprife at the difference of punrfhment in the 
two countries, and his anxiety for the welfare, tranquillity,»and cha- 
iadterof the country to wliich hq belonged, led him to look for an- 
tecedent cafes in the praftice, or in the ftatute law of diat country, 
to juftify thefe proceedings. He had done this in vain: not one 
cafe in. the whole hlftory of the Scotch criminal law flood upon re- 
cord, either to juftify, or even to countenance the proceedings. Nor 
was there a ftatute exifting by which they could be maintained. In 
this ftate he thought it his duty at the commencement of the feffion 
to throw out his opinion on the fubje<ft, but he abftained from fooner 
bringing it before their Lordftiips for* regular difcuffion, in hopes 
from what was paffmg in another Houfe, that it would have been 
brought before them as a legiflative aft. He had now no profpe6l 
of diis, and therefore }t fell to him to bring it before them in the 
beft way that he could. He was fenfible of the general propriety of 
Supporting the exifting Government, and that men defirous of pre- 
fcrving the order and happincfs of Society, would be ready to apo- 
logize for the inaccuracies and errors wliich might occur in the moft 
wholefome fyftem ; cafes however might occur to make it neceffary 
to refift, and wheo it wpyid be even the moft facred duty to refift 
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the Government. He could not deny this dofirinc without com- 
mitting a libel on the Revolution : it was the avo^ycd generic do6irine 
of the happy fyftem under which we lived ; and holding this doiSlrine 
with regard to all conftituted authorities, it was moft particularly 
true with regard to judicial eftablifhments. No duty could be more 
facred than refpccl to the judges ; but this, like every other doiSlripe^ 
muft have its bounds j there muft be a nt^ceffary, limitation of the 
principle arifing from a comparifon betwixt the magnitude of the 
evils of which you may have reafpn to complain, and that of the 
danger which you are likely to .create. If tlie fentence of a judgp 
(hall be fuch, as to be likely to do more injgry to the manners and 
habits of the country, than the agitation and the ammadverfions 
which he might make upon it could produce, he (hould coniider it 
as his duty to bring the fubjedl forward, and to prevent the greater 
evil by the lefe. He confidered the prcfent cafes as of a nature cal- 
. Qulatcd to ftrikc at the very foundati<?n of all obedience, and con- 
fequently as calculated to engender difcontent, intemperance, and 
diforder. It was a fubjeft therefore that demanded the jonoft ferious 
attendon of their Lordflii^ps ; and howevor much he might fed 
the riik, by bringing the fubje^ forward, of incurring the imputa* 
tion of raihnefe, he felt comfort from the circumftances under 
which he did it, fince, if there was any poifon in the agitation of 
the queftion, its antidote would be found in the prudence, ability, 
and knowledge of the noble p^rfons he faw about him. There 
was one noble and learned Lord, whom he had the happinefs to 
fee in his place, who had for fo many years diftinguiftied himfelf 
by the unparalleled equity, impartiality and (kill with which he had 
decided on the appeals from the part of the country, in which the 
cafes now the fubjecS of difcuffion had arifen, as to make his condu£fc 
on this occafion likely to make a much greater impreflion in "that 
part of the kingdom than that of any other individuaL He alluded 
alfo to the noble and learned Lord on the woolfack, whom he was 
fure no prejudice to him wOuld prevent from exerting his great tsu- 
lents on the prefent occafion, either to make manifeft the correfik 
xrondudl of the Scotch proceeding, fo as to do away the confequence 
of his raflinefs, or if the proceeding were really deficient, to prevent 
the evils with which it was pregnant, by a feafonable exercife of the 
undoubted inquifitorial powers of the Houfe. There was alfo ano- 
tlier noble Lord (Mansfield) who had pledged himfelf to juftify the 
condud of the Scotch Judges, and who, he had no doubt, would 
take a part in the difcuffion. He had no hefitation, therefore, in. 
bringing it forward, when he had th^s feciirity againft ar}y poffible 
rafhncfs of his own, and efpecially as he thoi^ht that it was ^ QS^ 
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of all others the moft proper for the interference of that Houfe ; for 
there lay no appeal from the fentences of the Judiciary Court. All 
the analogies of the Conftitution were in favour of fuch interference. 
There was an appeal from all other criminal courts in the kingdom," 
as well as from the Supreme Civil Court of Scotland. Then, view- 
ing the fubjeft in this light, it became a duty to himfelf, as well as 
to thofe who feat him there, to bring the fubjedl into review. In 
doing this, he difclaimed all pcrfonal tnotives ; he meant to mix no' 
accufation of the learned perfons of whofe fentence he complained ; 
he had the utmoft refped for thofe perfons : early habits had led 
him to a general acquaintance with them all ; and though their ages 
were different, he had the honour of the friendfhip of feveral of 
them ; and he therefore affured their Lordftiips that no one could 
'feel more fincerely tlian himfelf a refpeft fotthe general character of 
thofe learned perfons. An argument had been ufed which it was of 
confcquence to examine. It was faid, ** Would you drive to alter 
the laws that have exided fo long and which have given the country 
univerfal fatisfa<Sion ? " Whether fuch attachment ever did exid, 
and whether it exids at prefent, was a matter which, in his mind, 
was extremely doubtful. It could be determined from one only of 
four ways. i. From the general voice of the people of Scotland 
with regard to their laws. 2. From the opinion of thofe the moff 
converfant in the law. 3. From the tedimony of the writers on the 
fubjeS ; and 4. From the hidory of the law, the changes it has un* 
dergonc, and the grefent pradice. 

He would venture to fay, that men would not attempt to judify 
the affertbn, that the people were attached to their law, and that 
they had been happy under it by any one of thefe four methods of 
teft. He had lived very much in the country in the early part of 
his life, and he had feen a good deal of it lately, and he would 
Venture to fay that men in general thought them unjud, and that 
thofe the mod favourable to Government thought them harfli. That 
the perfons the moft converfant in the Scotch law had delivered opi- 
nions againft it, he could (hew their Lorddiips from Mackenzie, 
Maclaurin, and many other authors of eminence. There had been 
a deviation at the Union from the former praftice, which had vi- 
tiated and dained the proceedings of their criminal judicature, an4 
if he could take the wide range of the ancient laws of Scotland and 
the prefent, the ancient pradHce and the prefent, he (liould be able 
to (hew their Lorddiips that the people could not feel any great at- 
tachment to a fydem, under which, indead of the fecurity and hap- 
pinefs which it was afferted they had enjoyed, there had been con> 
ibint and wdl-foundcd complaints. The noble Lord went into a 
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ihort detail of the? Ancient practice in criminal trials in Scotland, 
which he (hewed from the ancient anonymous treaties, generally 
bound up with the liegium Majejiatem from Skeene de Verhorem fig-^ 
nifcationey &c.^ and from various ftatutes, by which he fhewed that 
none of the powers now exercifed by the Lord Advocate exifted in 
the ancient praflicc* The power of informations did not exift, and 
the precognition, which is now taken ex parley ufed to be taken in 
the prcfcnce of the parties* The Lord Advocate^ at the Union, or. 
foon after the Union, affumed all the power exercifed by the Privy 
Council, arid had aflumed many powers which they did not poffefs. 
Formerly profecutions originated from the private party ; now they 
mud: originate with the Lord Advocate* Formerly a prefentment 
of offences was made by the Jufticcs at Quarter Seffions ; now there 
were no fuch prelentments, and it lay entirely at the difcretion of 
the Lord Advocate to take up cafes or not. There ivas a new 
practice, which could be found in none, of the books, and which 
was founded upon no ftaiute or law that he knew of. A paper of 
inflruflions was circulated to the Sheriff's Offices, and that from 
an office unknown to any ancient wTiter on the law, the Office of 
the Solicitor to the Crown ; and thefe inftruftions did not go upon 
the a£ls of Qiieen Anne, but ow the authority of another Officer 
equally unknown, the Procurator Fifcal. In fhort, the whole 
praftice ofthclawof Scotland, in regard to criminal procedure, had 
undergone a moft material change fince the Union ; not for the 
better, by affimilating with the law of England, but by which more 
unlimited powers were given to the Advocate of the Crown ; the 
whole power of originating profecutions taken out of tlie hands of 
the individuals the beft calculated to know the condition, the necef- 
fities, the manners, and the habits of the people ; and fuch arbi- 
trary alterations made in all the forms of proceeding, as to make it 
in alnioft every thing unlike the ancient praftice. How then 
could they be prejudiced in its favour ; or how could It be faid that 
it had exifted for fo many ages, to the welfare. and profperity of the 
country? In truth the queftion which he was now to agitate, af- 
feSed England as well as Scotland; for declarations had been made 
by men in high power, in favour of the berjign fyftem of Scotland, 
' and on the propriety of introducing it into "England. The benignity 
of this fentiment wou\d be manifeft to every noble Lord who would 
take the trouble of inquiring into the criminal jurifprudence of Scot- 
land. 

The noble Earl ftated the nature of the motions which he held 
in his hand ; it was his intention to move for the production of 
papers to fupport the objcclions which he had to make againft the 
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late proceedings in the cafes of Mn i/luir and Mr. Palmer. He 
confined himfelf to their cafes on account of certain peculiarities 
which he (hould hj and by ftate. He then propofed to move an 
addrefs to the Crown, in favour of thofe unfortunate perfons^ whofe 
cafes he thought not merely moft fevere, as to their perfonal fufFer* 
ing^ but moft injurious to the country at laige. It was not his de- 
ftgn to criminate either the Judges or Minifters : he Mras anxious 
only to induce their Lordfbips to redrefs grievances ariiing from 
€rfor>' and to extend juftice to thofe unfortunate perfons. In ar- 
guing the queftion, he was not embarraiTed by the want of materials : 
but on the contrary he was oppreflTed by the quantity of matter ; the 
extent and complication of which called upon him to arrange and 
Amplify the fubje^, and to fele£t only the prominent points* The 
proportions which he meant to maintain were, 1 . That th^ crimes 
fet fbrdi againft Thomas Muir, and Thomas Fyfche Palmer/ were 
what the law of Scotland termed kqfing makings i. e. uttering words 
or publiOung matter tending to breed difcord between the King and 
his pe(q;>le, and that thofe indidments charged no other crime what- 
ever. 2. That the puntihment of tranfportation could not by the 
law of Scotland be inflidled for the faid crime of feafing-making. 
There were alfo three fpecial points in the cafe of Mr. Muir, oh 
which he (hould animadvert* The Brft was his challenge'of, and 
objection to, the jUiors being over^rukd ; 2d, the admifTidn of evi- 
dence to prove criminal matter not libelled ; and, 3d, the depriving 
him ci die teftimony of WiQiam RufTel. The noble Earl (aid/ 
that without going into a minute detail of the law of Scotland, he 
could fhew from die books of the Regium Majeftatem^ down to the 
lateft authority, that theie was no fuch thing as fedidon conftituting 
a diftin£t and feparate offisnce, except the Jeditk regniy whidi was 
treafon ; every other fort of fedidon was iimple convocation^ or leaf^ 
ing'-making* From an in^)edion of the criminal letters it could be 
nothing but iSf4^^-4«aii0^; and to prove this, he referred to the 
trials of Muir and Palmer, and read the precife words of the major 
and minor propofidons. No fuch thii^ as fedition was chaiged in 
the major prqpofitions of either of their indictments. Whereas in 
Maxgarot*s indidment, it was fo charged. Now, to fay that there 
was (iich a latitude in the Scots pnuStice, as that the indictments 
could all infer the fame crime, though fedition was fet forth in fome 
and not in others, was a monftrous propofition, and by no means 
warranted by praCHce. In the famous plea of Sir George Lockhart 
for the Earl of Aigyle, he faid, *< It is alledged in the general, 
** that all criminal libels whereupon any perfon's life, eftate, and 
** risputadon, can be drawn in queftiop, ihould be founded upon 
Vot. XXXVIII. Hh 
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f * clear, pofitive, and exprefs afis of Parliament, and the matteir 
*^ of faft which is libelled to be the contravention of thofe laws, 
.** {hould be plain, cjear, and direft contraventions of the fame, and 
** not argued by way of injplications and inferences." It was uni- 
fomtly jtbe pradVicc to ftate prccifely the crime in the major propofi- 
tion; and> 3S fedition was not ftated in that prqx)fition againft 
Muir and Palmer, their Lordfliips mtift agrpe with him that the 
crime could be nothing but that of leajing-tnaking. If fo, he muft 
come to his next propofition, that tranfportation could not be infli<9:ed 
as the proper punilhment under the law of Scotland. The aft of 
1703 repealed all the former afts for the punifhment of this crime, 
and reftrifted it to an aibitrary punilhment, a tine, imprifonment, 
or banifnment. He gave the hiftory of the aft, that its meaning 
xnight be thoroughly undcrftpod, and. ftated. that towards the end 
of the la ft century, when the .oppfeffiDns that had been praftifed 
natmrally aroufed tlie indignation of the peo{4e, the claim of 
right pa^ed, as a remedy in their imaginations for tb^ evil. la 
1 701, however, fcveral opprefftvc trials having taken place, it was 
thought propjcr to gvc a farther fecurity to the people for their rights, 
and the aft immediately preceding that of 1703, (hewed the fenfe 
^nd temper of the Parliament on thq fubjeft. It clearly proved the 
jaft of 1703 to be a law of mitigation, and as fuch it certainly 
ought to be interpreted^ not merely becaufe it was a penal law, but 
becaufe it was the e;cprefs purpofe of the aft to mitigate the former 
penalties. In truth, baniftimcnt in that aft never could mean 
tranfportation, either from the meaning of the word in common 
language, or from the legal, import of it in the law of Scotland. 
Tranfportation fuppofed that the coiirt had authority over the place 
to which they tranfported. But as Scotlai^d never had colonies till 
the beginning of the pjrefcnt ceotury, they could not exercife tranf- 
poftation. This i§ the opinion of Sir George Mackenzie, and it 
was rendered more qlearby the cafe of Kennedy before the SherifFy 
where the Lords reyerfed the judgement of tranfportation, becaufe 
jit was out of his jurifdiftion, but aiKrmed the baniftiment. This 
was rendered ftill more clear by the language of the Scots ftatutes. 
The aft of 1699, makes a clear diftinftion between bani(hmen( 
^nd tranfportation, and enafts them both in different paits of the 
fanie claufe, to different degrees of guilt. The aft of 1703, 
which repealed the aft of 16 p9, enafted only the banifhment, and 
left out the tranfportation. That the Scots law clearly underftood 
the difference, was manifeft in all their afts. In iSll* ^here wa« 
an aft againft the tranfportation of horfes ; and there was no illuf-* 
tration of the difference by the aft of Charles 11. in 1670. The 
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diilmdHon was ihSdc flfrf more clear by the words in the fentence 
of the court in the cafe of Haggart againft Hogg, which was ba- 
nifliment, with certiHcatioil that if he returned he (hould be tranf- 
portcd. The fame fentence was pafTed on Elizabeth Key for child 
murder in 1699 ; and it was equally clear from an examination of 
tile cafes in which tranfportation hid been irifliftcd fincc the Union. 
It was condaritly and uniformly as a mitigationf^ and was applied only 
tb three forts of cafes : i . To capital cafes where the puniftiment had 
been antecedently reft rifted ; 2. To capital cafes where the court in- 
flifted a milder fentence ; and 3, Where capital puni(hments Had 
been inflinScd. There was only a (ingle exception of a mobbing cafe 
in 1 7 7 1, and this did not at all apply to the queftion. It was ftill made 
ihore clear by ari examination of the cafes of leqfing.making fince 1703. 
Mr. J. Dundas ^as tried for kajing-making ir\ 1 7 1 2 ; and the cafe 
'Was certainly a moft feditious one ; inafmuch as he had tried to pre- 
vail on the faculty of Advocates to accept of medals from the Pfc- 
tcndcr, ftriving thereby to encourage them to countenance his attempt 
to overthrow the Conftitution and Government of the kingdom. 
The crime was certainly moft heinous, yet it was laid as mere 
ie/ifirtg-making on the ad of 1 7 o 3, and reftrified to the mild punifli- 
n)ent of that ftatute. The profccutions of 1 7 1 4 and 1715, were 
of the fame kind; and Sir David Dalrymple, in his plea upon the 
Qpcafion^ ftated that the laws againft kfijlng-making were anciently 
odious If but fince the happy Revolution, that crime, among many 
others, had been removed; what was ufefpl in the a6ts againft leaf-' 
ing-making was preferved, the bitternefs of thfc puniftiment was re- 
ilratned, and fo the odioufnefs of the law was takeh off. Here 
tben, but a few years after the aift was paffed, was this interpreta* 
tion folemnly put upon it. In a time fo imminent and alarming 
as the years 1 7 1 4. and 1 7 1 5, when a rebellion was ra^ng in the 
country, and armies were embodied and in the field to puU down 
the prrfent family, and to re-eftablifti arbitrary power, men who 
wepe tried for abetting this crime, were tried for ie/7firjg-making, znd 
fentenced only to a fmall fine and ftiort imprifonment.' It was need- 
X^s to enumerate or to detain the Houfe by arguing the 6th and 25th 
of the prefent.King, as they only empower the puniftiment of tranf- 
portation to the Scots Judges in the cafes where it cxifted before. Nor 
could the fentence paiTed upon thefe unfortunate perfons be juftified 
l^ the a<S of ^303, evert if tranfportation could be inferred from 
the word baniftiment. That ad completely aboliflied the punifti- 
ment of death appHed to the crime, and yet the circumftance of 
their being liable to death on the event of their return from tranf- 
jparutioi^ makes it poftible to extend this puniftiment of death to 


ijd PARLIAMENTARY A- 1794- 

the crime of Udfing-making'^^in expiefs contradtAlm df the ftatute. 
The axigaments drawn ftom die ad of 1696, and the arguments 
fo much relied on of Bailliey it would be material for their Lord- 
ihips to attend to: the adl of 1696 againft fraudulent bankrupts, 
had words very different from the ad of 1703. — It gave the 
Judges the power of inffiding << banilhment or otherwife, death 
excepted." Under thefe extenfive words, which were not in the 
ad of 170 J, they might claim the power of tranfportarion ; and 
yet no decifion took place on the ad till x 747. The cafe of Bail- 
lie in 1 704, which had been fo curioofly brought forward in jufti« 
fication of the late proceedings, was truly curious. That horrid 
court, the Privy Council of Scotland, the jurifilidicm of which 
could not be declined without incurring high treafon^ by the ad of 
James VL was moft ingenioufly brought forward to juftify the {m>ce- 
dure of the Court of Jufticiary. Lsft yeafi « noUe and learned Lord 
in that Houfe had faid, ^< What \ would you attempt to draw any 
sdfgument from die pradice of the iniquitous Privy Council, the 
worfe than Star Chamber of Scotland ?" He had no doubt but that 
noble Lord would ftill hold the fame language with refped to this 
cafe. But what was the cafe ? BaiUle was the agent of die Marquis 
of Tweedale's party againft the party of the Marquis of Annandale. 
In the rage of £idk>h/ he was before this horrid tribunal, where the 
Lord Advocate was both accufer and judge, and there, as might be 
expeded from fuch a court, he was fentenced to pillory, tranfporta* - 
tibn, &c. But what Was the confcquence ? The day after the fen* * 
tence fo monftroufly iniquitous did it appear that he was advifed to 
petition the Parliament againd it. But the feflicn concluded fo im- 
mediately afterwards, ^ to make it.impoffible. then to prefent it* 
But on the fettii^ down of the next feffion, the petition was prefented 
to the I{ouie, and on the twenty- firft day of the feffion, an ad of 
libeititiiMfl pa^ffed in his favour. Such was the cafe which the induf- 
trjr of tfie Crown lawyers of Scotland had brought in jufiification.of 
their QQndud. As tfiey had brought it forward, he demanded the 
benefit of it. The peddon for &ilite (tated the hardfhips of the 
cafe from bis long imprifonment. But what was his fuffering in 
comparifon of die unfortunate gendemen in i^vour of whom he de- 
defired to move their Lordfliips ?— They were confined in the cell 
of a narrow and confined ihip, moid and damp-*^with twenty-four 
convids ofdie moft atrodous kind-— and fo fevere Ivas their fuffer- 
ing, that one of them was even now nearly reduced to his laft. He 
defired, then,, that their Lordfhips fhould do now what was done 
In the very cafe brought to juftify the proceeding ; that they fhould 
pafs an ad of liberadon. The noble Lord Dud that he might reft 
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his cafe herC) fatisned that diere was no crime known tb the law of 
Scotland but Leaftng-maklng : that tran^rtation could not be in- 
tix&sA for it ; that aAl the defences fet up for the late proceedings 
had crumbled down before inquiry; but it was neceilary to obferve, 
that if the fentence had gone beyond what the law authoriics, the 
execution of it had gone beyond the ideas even of thofe who infli^ed 
it. A circumftance had come out publicly which it behoved their 
Lordfhipsto coniider. The Lord Juftice Clerk had faid, diat in 
fentendhg thefe perfons to be tranfported to Botany Bay, tt was not in 
contemplation that they (hould be confined to that place, or that they 
(hould be prevoited from goti^ to aify odier, provided they did not 
return here ; or that they fhould be kept in fcrvitude, and fubjefled 
to control. Such was die idea of the court that infliAcd the fen- 
teneCy and certainly when a court had the power of an arbitrary 
fentence, thdr definition of it ou^^t to he moft flridly confcMrmed to. 
Now in the infh-uftions of Governor Philips to Mr. King, com- 
mandant of Norfolk Ifland, were the following woifvb: " The con- 
vids being the fcrvants of the Crown for the time for which they 
<< are fantenced, their labour is to be for the public. You are 
not to permit any interoourfe or trade with any (hips or ve^ls 
that may fto{i at the ifland, whether Englifli or of any other na- 
tion, unlefs fuch (hips fhould be in diibeis." Here then it ap- 
peared that a fentence was to be executed which was not infli^ed, 
and not in the ideas of the judges. They might be made die Oaves 
of malefadors, who had or had not ferved out their times, obliged 
to perform a daily t^y and reduced of courfe to a fiCuation the 
mdt horrid that human nature could experience. If Governor Phi- 
lips were by accident to meet with the Lord Juftice Clerk, and to 
be inquifitive upon the nature of the fentence, he would be told that 
he muft not confine them to the ifland if they chofe to go away, or 
to employ them in any toil. Undoubtedly every new week he would 
hear from the acivocatcs for thefe fentences different accounts of their 
nature,^ and would go away perplexed as to the courfe which he muft 
take concerning them. The noble Lord faid, he muft ftill detain 
their Lordfliips with referring to the three particular points in Muir's 
cafe, upon which, in his mind, an addrefs to the Throne was indif- 
penfably demanded : and firft of the objection made by him to his 
jurors, he ftated the hiftory of the fociety at Goldfmith's Hall in 
Edinburgh, and their proceeding againft Mr. Muir previous to the 
trial. He argued, that having pit>nounced upon him fo marked a 
juc^ment previous to the trial, Mr. Muir's challenge of them as. 
jurors ought to have been admitted. He aigued this from the analogy 
(A the law of England, as fliewn in Hawkins' Pleas of the Crown, in 
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Blackflone, &c. and it was ftill more ftrtngly con&rnDablc to the an- 
cient praflice of the Scots law, as had becn'fhewn in the cafe of the 
trial of the Earl of Balmerino : " He objefled to the Earl of Dum- 
•* fries/ becaufe he had been folicitcd and dealt with by prayer to find 
the panel guijty of the dittay: which being referred to die faid E^rf 
his oath, he denied any fiich matter, that he either gave out fpeeches? 
*< of the panneFs guiltincfs, or that he was folicited or dealt with by 
^* prayer or otherwife. The Juftic^ admits him in' refped of his de- 
claration. I^ IS alledged againft my Lord BUntyre, that he canriot 
be upon his affize^ becaufe he has publicly reported to fundry, that 
•* the panel, to his judgement, is guilty of the dittay^ and cannot 
be cleared thereof,^ which they refer to his Lordihip's oath ; who 
being fwom, declared, that he could not deny that he had fpokent 
•* fuch fpeeches ; whereupon he was repelled, and ordered to (land • 
•* afide.'* Here was a cafe perfc<Stiy in point ; for the gentlemen: 
of Goldfmith's Hall had pronounced a jucige&i^nt againft Mr. Muir^ 
Some of them too were in the King's fervicc ; and one of themfelves 
thought this a proper objection ; and fo it was by the ancient law of 
Scotland; for by an tlOl of Robert. I. it is faid, that " nae mart 
** wearing the King's claiefe or liveric, (ball fit cai the aflSze ;" and 
Sir George Mackenzie fays, that out of the forty-five jurors, the 
defendant by the ancient praflice could make a.peremptory challenge 
to thirty of them. The noble Lord then came to the fe^jnd pointy 
that proof had been brought of criminal matter not in the libel ; and , 
he argued this as a fatal objcftion, particularly in ;a Scots trial, where 
the defendant was bound to give in a lift of his witnefles before 
Ijiand ; and was thus to be taken unawares, without limitation a$ to 
the period of time, and without being able to provide for his defence. 
The third point was equally material :— To withhold from him the 
benefit of the evidence of Ruffel, on the fcore of prevarication, wa» 
inconfiftent with all fair proceeding, and with all rules of evidence. 
Prevarication might deftroy the credibility of a witnefs, but it could 
not make him incompetent* The diftindlion was fo clearly under- 
ftood in the Englifli pra«flice, between credibility and competency, 
that there nevqr was a moment's hefitation on the fubjeft ; and he 
inftanced the very memorable and recent cafe in the trial of John 
Innes, where a witnefs, of the name of Wood, had acknowledged 
that he was guilt)' of perjury, and had called himfelf Bor^wick ; 
yer he underwent a long examination refpedling the fadls of the C(ife^ 
and it was not until the jury had returned their verdid, that he ^zs 
committed for perjury. It was alfo well underftood in the Scots 
pradice ; for at the Circuit Court at Dumfries, before Lord CoaU 
fton^ an objedion was made to the evidence of James Rae, a wit.. 
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Jiefs for the Ring, that he ought not to be examined, bccaufe h« 
hidf upon different occafions, been accufed of perjury ; but the 
Judge faid, this was not a reafon for him to withhold his evidence 
fr-om the jury ; it might be a reafon for them not to believe ir. 
And it was the general fentiment that they were always to favour, 
and lean to that which could operate for the defendant in a criminal 
trial. Whether the Scots Judges in the late proceedings had fdt 
and afled upon this fcnfimcnt, the treatment of the poor man who 
hedtated at taking an oath in a particular way, the treatment of 
Ruffel, and the welcome given to Ann Fiflaer's evidence, together 
,with the whole train of their condufl on the occafion, would deter- 
mine. He had detained their Lordfl\ips fo long, that he wouli 
not much farther intrude upon their patience. There was but one 
more propofition, which, if it was well founded, as he believed 
and conteaded it was^ would completely demolifh the whole of 
thefe fentences. It was, that the Court of Jufticiary w^ere incom- 
petent to carry on the trials without a warrant from the Crown for 
the fpecific purpofe. Before the Union it was clearly and manifeftly 
neceffary that fuch a warrant fliould iffue, and he contended that 
4here was not a cafe fincc the Union; where it hid not iffued. In 
the trial of Mr. James Dimd.is it was produced, and fo it was in 
jthe trials of Graham,, Crawford, Hogg, Oliphant, Watfon, &c, 
tried in 1 7 1 4 and 1 7 1 5.. If this .then was true, what was alto- 
gether the cafe of thefe unfortunate perfons ? That they were tried 
•by a court qot competent for the purpofe, by jurors to whom there 
were lawful objedlions, upon charges not fpecified according to law, 
where evidence was admitted of fkfts not in thofe charges, where 
witneffes not incompetent were rejeftcd, condemned to a fentencc 
inapplicable to thofe charges, and that fentencc executed In a way 
inconfiftent with the ideas of the court. The noble Lord coi:>clude4 
with a warm and very eloquent appeal to their Lordfliips on the 
propriety of difcretion veited in judges. /\Vhenevcr it was fo cn- 
trufted, it was a fort of Icgiflitive power, and ought of courfe to be 
exercifed with the utmoft delicacy. Man a^Slng upon that power, 
[Sinful and afflidling as it mull: be to himfelf, would naturally look 
at all the precedents by which his difcretioij might be guided, and 
to all the collateral circumflances from which he might coUecl a 
rule of government. Did the Scots Judges turn to the cafes in 
1 7 15, when a rebellior) wa? ragiqg in dijp count jy, thep thpy would 
have found, ^t ^ time infinitely more perilous tq the Government 
than the prefent, fimilar, or rather infinitely mpre glaring offences 
had been punifhed with a very fhort imprifonment, and a fmall fine. 
)f|ad they looked to tlie condudl of the neighbouring country, Eng- 
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land^ dicy would have found that the publifliers of Painc's book, 
•which Muir had only lent, were fentenccd to pay a fine of one hun- 
dred pound? ; and that in Ireland, Hamilton Rowan, the aljthor 
of the letter which Muir only read, was fcntenced to two years im- 
prifonment. Had they looked to the habits, to the temper, and 
the manners of the kingdom, they would hardly have inflifted a 
punifhment fo difproportioned to the punifhments for the fame of- 
fence in the neighbouring countries \ and which confequently muft 
make all mankind view them as objefts of pity rather than of guilt. 
In two countries united together by the fame interefts, incorporated 
under the fame head, the adminiftration of the laws ought to have 
a reference to the fyftem of both. If a fyftem of criminal jurif- 
prudence, fevere and ferocious, exifted in the one country, and a 
fyftem of mildnefe exifted in the other, what muft be the confe- 
quences ? Difcontent muft be engendered in the country in which 
fevere puniftiments are inflidted ; and in the other, fo far from view- 
ing the p^rfan as an objeft of guilt, he would be'chcriftied as wor* 
thy of their applaufe. Npr was this all : the^public mind takes the 
impreflion of ferocity from the ferocity of its Government. As 
fluids partake of the materials that furround them, fo the pafliom 
of men take their quality from the temper and character of the Go- 
vernment. France was a melancholy example of this eternal truth ; 
the horrid punifhments, the cruel mockery of all juftice, which, 
under the old Government, had fo long afflidted that people, had 
accuftomed them to ferocity and horror, and at this day the efledb 
of that fyftem was vifible in the favage cruelties which ravaged the 
Republic. It was of confequence to their Lordfhips to think whe- ^ 
tber they were to countenance adis of fcverity that might engender 
fentiments of the fame kind. The mild fyftem of England contri- 
buted more than any thing elfe to that humanity, which was the 
brighteft feature in the charader of Englilhmen. It was not by 
the feverity of punifliments that example was given, fo much as by 
the certainty ; and a noble Lord, whom he had the honour to fee 
in his place, had given his ideas on the pernicious efFefls of the fe- 
verity of punifhments, that it was impoiiible for him to exprefs his 
own ideas in words fo applicable. He read the following paflage 
from Lord Auckland's Treatife on the Principles of 'P^nal Law, 
3d edit. p. 12; 13. 

** When the rights of human nature are not rcfpe6ted, thofe of the 
citizen are gradually difregatded, Thofe aeras are in hiftory found fatal 
to liberty, in which cruel punifliments predominate. Lenity (liould be 
the guardian ot moderate Governments : — Severe penalties, the inftru* 
mems of def^^otifm, may give a fuddca check to temporary evils i but 
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they have a tendency to extend thcmfclvcs to every ckfs,of crimes, and 
ttieir frcq^uency hardens the fcntiments oJF the people. Uke lot rigoureufe 
produit des crimes. The excefs of the penalty flatters the imagination 
with the hope of impunity, and thus becomes an advocate with the of- 
fender? for the perpetrating of the offence. 

" The convicts who have ftolen cloth from the tenters, fuftian froni 
the bleaching-ground, or a lamb frbm the landlord's pallure, know the 
law to have afligiied jleath, without benefit of clergy, tb each of their 
offences ; Butv in the depth of ignorance and profligacy, mere inftin<5t 
informed them, that common humanity would recoil at the idea, and they 
relied for their fecurity on the ingenuity of mercy to evade the law. 

*' Legiflators fliould then remember thai: the acerbity of juflice dead- 
ens its lexecution; and that the incrtafcof human corruptions proceeds, 
not from the moderation of puiiifhments, but from the impunity of 
criminals. 

"In the promulgation of every new offence, let the lawgiver expofe 
himfelf to feel what wretches feel ; and let him not feem to bear hardcft 
on thofe crimes which, ' in his elevated fituation, he is leaft likely to 
commit." 

His Lordfliip concluded with warmly recommending to their 
Lordihips the contemplation of a fentiment fo effential to the happi- 
nefs of the two countries. It was not for the one more than for 
the other, that he, that night, fo urgently preffed the confideration 
of this topic : it was not for the relief of the unfortunate perfons 
themfelves alone, but for the whole community, for the order and 
peace of fociety, for the eflicacy of good laws, and the obedience 
of a fatisfied people, tliat he argued. — Every confideration dear to 
them as Britons and as Logiflators, ought to urge them to interpofe 
in time, and prevent the influence of the error in judicial admini- 
i^ration, which, in his confcience, he thought had been committed 
by thefe proceedings. He dien moved, as a prcliminar)'' to his ad- 
drefs, for the produdion of the papers refpefting the trial and fen- 
tcnce of Mr. Muir and Mr. Palmer, and any minutes that might 
have been made in regard to the challenge of jurors, the exhibition 
of evidence, &c. r 

The Earl of MANSFIELD faid, he thought himfelf called upon 
to rife by his noble friend, who had fo fcverely attacked the courts 
of law in Scotland, and particularly the Court of Jufticiary, of 
which ht had the honour to be a member. He would not follow 
the noble Earl through the wide range of difcuflion upon extraneous 
matter which he had introduced, but would content himfelf witH 
endeavouring to defend his colleagues with the fame dandour, tem- 
per, and moderation which they themfelves would do, confcious oi 
the reditudc of their conduct. The fair qucftion at iffue then was^ 
Whether the puniftiment infiifted upon the culprits was or was not 
legal and adequate to the crime which they had committed. Hci 
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then went into Muir's cafe, who, he contended, was not tried for 
leafing-making, but for fedition. . And having defined and illuftrated 
by different cafes, what he confidered to be the nature and extent of 
that fedition, he maintained that if they were found guilty of the 
crimes they were charged with, the punifliment inflidled upon them 
was fully juftified by the a£t of 1 703 ; and by every thing that had 
gone before or happened fince in fimilar cafes, that aft authorifes the 
fentence of banifliment ; and the diftinftion which had been made 
. between banifliment and tranfportation, he contended, could not be 
maintained upon any folid grounds. By every conftruftion of the 
Scotch law, and the Roman law, as far as it came into the prafticc 
and reafoning of the Scotch Courts, tranfportation was comprehended 
in the punifliment of banifliment ; to corroborate which, he gave 
feveral authorities, and laid particular ftrefs upon that of Sir George 
Mackenzie, from which it might be inferred, that tranfportation 
and banifliment were ufed as nearly fynonimous. The cafe of 
Dundas which had been cited, he could not allow to be applicable 
' to the prefent queftion. Dundas was accufed of leafing-making 

As to Muir, aftive fedition was charged, and clearly proved 
againft him, by exciting the people to difcontent and rebellion ; and 
the other crimes proved againft him on the trial, certainly came 
within the meaning of what was called f^ditio regm. And as to 
Palmer's cafe, one of his own Counfel had admitted that the major 
propofition in the indiftmcnt amounted to fedition ; to which ano- 
ther agreed, though he thought an aftual rifing of the people was 
neceffary before the criminality could be fuch as /to call for feverr 
punifliment. Having dwelt upon this, he aflced the noble Earl, 
whom he knew to be well acquainted' with the law of that country, 
from his profefTional education, and the early fjTnptoms he had given 
of proficiency in it. Whether, as a Scotch lawyer, he would agree 
^ that an accufation for leafing-making, and aftive fedition proved, 
were the fame offence ? He came next to the power which the Court 
had to inflift arbitrary punifliments for particular ofFences, and 
ftated the term " arbitrar)',*' to mean nothing but difcretionary ; and 
alfo ftated the different crimes which by the law of Scotland were 
only punifhable in that way ; and he afferted that tranfportation 
was within the power of that Court for fuch crimes, long beforfc the 
aft of 1703, and was furprifed to hear it ftated as a new mode of 
punifliment, adopted either by the Court of SefTion or Jufticiary. 
He ftated a variety of cafes "which he thought, in point of crimi- 
nality, did not come up to Muir's. He thought the punifliment 
that he had been fcntoraecd fc was preferable to any other that could 
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h^e been infii6led. Fines would not anfwer in Scotland : he' fup- 
pofed^ from their original poverty they never had been thought a 
proper punifhment in that country : they would not be paid^ and 
in that cafe the culprits would be thrown into prifon, the worft and 
ipoft inadequate of all punifhments, in cafes of that fort ; for he 
confidered a prifon to be a complete warehoufp of fedition. The 
Courts of Scotland had no power to fend criminals to England, nor 
would it be proper that they (hould have any fuch power. In 
(hort, upon the whole of this queftion, he thought that, if it did 
not appear nianifeiUy that the Judges had exceeded and abufed the 
difcretionary power which they poffefTed, and till that was made out 
by incontcftable evidence, he afSrmed that they ought to be fup- 
pofed in the right. Before he fat down, he could not help lament- 
ing the treatment which the Scotch Judges had met with in this 
country, for a conduct which he thought did them much honour. 
He concluded his fpeech with fome handfome compliments to 
the Lord Juftice Clerk, and his colleagues, in the Court of Judi- 
ciary, 

. the Earl of KINNOUL (Lord Hay) faid, that he regretted 
this fubjecl had been fo much agitated and difcuffed, and made fo 
public ; but fince it had been fo, it was highly important that both 
Houfes of Parliament fhould give their decided opinion upon it, in 
order to fet it entirely at reft. His Lordlhip defended the proceed- 
ings of the Scotch Judges, who, in his opinion, merited the enco- 
mium beftowed upon them by his noble friend. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, that the opinion he held 
on the queftion before their Ix)rdfliips, had not been altered by any 
thing he had heard in the courfe of this debate ; but many argu- 
ments and obfervations had tended to confirm it ; the noble Earl in 
the green ribband had ftated the general principles of the law of 
Scotland fo well, that he had nothing to add upon it ; the propofi- 
tions he ftated were fo plain, fo clear, and fo evident, and the rea- 
foning he had urged in fupport of them, fo fatisfaftory, that he was 
fure their Lordfliips were perfedly convinced oh that fubjeft. He 
had proceeded to ftate the character and conftitution of the Court 
to which this motion referred, and had done it with the energy of 
truth, without the ornament of declamation, in fo able a manner, 
that he fhould conceive it to be to the difadvantage of the caufe for 
himfelf to enter upon thcfe topics after. the noble Earl, becaufe he 
might injure the impreflion, by ende^^vouring to improve it. He 
then proceeded to take notice of fome of the objeftions which the 
nqble Earl, who brought forward this motion, made to the trial of 
Mr* Muir. ft had been objedled that the jury who tried the cauf" 
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had made a declaration to fupport the conftitution, and to defend h • 
againft its opponents — he meant the declaration of the Goldfmkhs*- 
Hall Affociation. That declaration was perfedly a right one, for 
it went no" farther than ever)' honeft man would wifll to go, namely, 
to ftate an abhorrence of any fcditious practices. If the ground of 
this objeftion was to be held a folid one, thsre could not be a jury 
of honeft men in the kingdom fit for the trial ; for it might be 
proved that any honeft man who might be named for a jury, had 
either entered into an affociation as a member to oppofe, or expreffed 
his difapprobation of, fedition. Upon fuch a challenge, we might 
proceed to rejedl ^11 the authority of the law itfelf, as a rale of ac- 
tion for men in a fecial ftate, and to the character of all Judges, the 
expounders of that law ; this would at once put an end to all law, 
and filence the opinion of all lawyers upon a queftion of fedition. 
As well might it be faid that all thofe who, many years ago entered 
into a determination to oppofe, and expreffed their deteftation of an 
offence, that at that time had grown into ufe, fuch as knocking a 
' rnan down and afterwards robbing him, were difqualified to form a 
jury to try any perfon who had been guilty of that offence ; but he 
trufted that Englifhmen had not yet arrived at that degree cf refine- 
ment in thoir ideas of the adminiftration of juftice. Another objec- 
tion had been ftated, which related to a book^ " Flower on the 
Conftitution of France ;" the Lord Advocate waved what he had 
a right to infift on in that refpefl:, which fo far argued that there 
was no harflinefs in the profecutlon. With regard to the conduft of 
the Court on the evidence of Ann Fiffier, his Lord (hip declared that 
he believed no man in this country who pretended to be a lawyer, 
could blame the Court upon that fubjeft. It was ftated too that a 
witnefs had been improperly committecf for prevarication, and af- 
terwards rejedled by the Court improperly. In the firft place, that 
witnefs was not committed for prevaricating in his anfwers ; he was 
committed for refufing to anfwer a queftion, when it was evident 
that he muft have been able to anfwer. - The queftions put to him 
were plain and fimple, and related to a convcrfation which had 
taken place only three days before his examination. He faid he 
could not tell when ; the truth was, he would not tell ; and here 
he could not help taking notice of the general obfervations of the 
"' noble Earl wl>o brought this motion forward, who faid that the 
rules of the admiffibility of evidence were general ; now from this 
he diffented : the rules were not general ; they were not the fame 
in England as they were in Scotland. -In England, the Court 
judged of his competency or admiffibility only, and left his credibi- 
lity to the jury. In Scotland it was other wife ; for there the Cour^ 
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had power to determine whether he fliould be examined or not ; and 
he 'was fure that, generally fpeaking, no defendant had any reafon 
to complain of this rule. In nine cafes out of ten it muft operate 
in favour of the defendant. But here the noble Earl, if he had 
given himfclf the trouble to be well informed upon the fubjeft, muft 
have known how vague all general reafoning muft be upon this fub- 
jedl, becaufe the thing itfelf was not governed by general rules, 
but by the particular prafiicc of the law of particular counties. So 
different, for inftance, was the law of England from the law of 
Scotland, in faying what fort of perfon fhould not be examined, that 
the law of the two countries had not the moft remote refcmblance. 
In England, in any parochial cafe, a parifliioner could not be ex- 
amined, nor could a corporator in a qucftion belonging to the bo- 
rough of which he was a member. The law of England faid, he 
fliould hot be examined, becaufe it was poffible he might be inte- 
refted in the event : this rigour was found to be too inconvenient \r\ 
feme inftances to admit of the due adminiftration of juftice ; but it 
could not be abated but by a politive adt of Parliament, which was 
paffed for that fpecific purpofe. That was not at all the cafe of the 
law of Scotland, for by it the Court were to ufe their difciretion as 
to the admifTibility of a witnefs. 

Another objeftion had been made to the trial of Mr. Muir, as 
being an illegal trial ; and the argument for the illegality was, that 
there had not been any warrant from the Secretary of State, diredled 
to the Lord Advocate of Scotland, for the apprehenfion of the de- 
fendant ; and for this the noble Earl quoted the cafe of Mr. Dundas 
in a former time. It was true, that in that cafe the Lord Advo- 
cate received a warrant from the Secretary of State ; but did it ever 
enter ioto the head of any man, in the leaft acquainted with the 
laws of this or of that country, that the warrant of the Secretary of 
State was necelTary to found the jurifdidion'of the Lord Advocate 
to bring fuch a perfon to trial ? The thing was really fo much be- 
yond the limits of a rational difpute, that he could hardly truft to 
his own comprehenfion, and be furc he heard the noble.Earl aright, 
when he thought he heard him maintain the affirmative of that pro- 
pofition ; he could not have ftatcd it fo, if he had not loft fight of 
all refle(ftion on the authority of the law of Scotland, and had been 
running a race for the purpofe of finding fomething in the fhape of ob- 
jeSions to the trial in queftion. His Lordfhip then noticed the cafe of 
Dr. Bailley ; by this cafe it was evident that the Judges who pro- 
nounced judgement upon him, thought that tranfportation was in- 
cluded in the word baniftiment ; and he believed it would not now 
be qucftioned whether thefe Judges underftood the law of Scotland| 
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9t that day, and which had not been altered to the prcfent hour.— 
But fhould he agree, for the fake of the argument, that the pro- 
ceedings on this trial' were unjuft, and even illegal, and decided 
with a party fpirit, how would the cafe then ftand ? It would then 
be ten times ftronger for the ailment in favour of his fide of the 
queftion. The fentence on this perfon was not put in force, for he 
had a parliamentary pardon. But on what ground ? The Counfel 
for Mr. Bailley were acute men, and not likely to lofc fight of any 
point that was in favour of their client. Did they infift that his 
banifhment did not imply tranfportation ? Nothing like it. They 
alledged, that in faying what he faid he was bound to do fo ; and 
that if he had concealed what he had to fay, he would have been 
guilty of mifprifion of treafon, and it was under that idea the con- 
viction was fet afide. Not that if the convidion was right upon 
the fadl, the Judges were not right upon the law arifing out of that 
fa£l, in pronouncing on him a fentence of baniftiment ; and to 
carry that baniftiment into effeft, they ordered him to be tranfport- 
cd. His Lordfliip then proceeded to fliew the difference between 
the law of England and the law of Scotland, with regard to crimes 
punilhable as felonies, and thofe offences which in England are 
called mifdemeanors. He inftanced a cafe, where perfons running 
away with a young lady, for the fake, of obtaining her fortune, had 
been tranfported for it by the law of Scotland. In England, that 
would only huvp. been a mifdemeanor, and ©n which tranfportation 
. did not attach. The cafes which eftabliftied the diftihdlions in thefe 
points between the laws of the two countries, were fo numerous, 
that he wondered that any perfon pretending to know any thing of 
the law of either, (hould be ignorant of that diftin<Stion. He would 
go farther, for he was confident that the gentlemen, whofe trials this 
motion alluded to, might have been convifted on the a<St of Parlia- 
ment of die year 1703, if they had been indided on it. He there- 
fore found himfelf under the neceflTity of differing from the noble 
Earl in alnioft all he faid on the prefent fubjedt, and of agreeing 
with the two noble Earls who had oppofed the motion. 

There was one point however, in which he differed from a noblp 
/ Earl (Kinnoul) who had exprefied a wifli this fubjed had never been 
brought under fo much difcuflion. He, on the contrary, was happy 
it had been brought under difcuflTion in every place, he meant in 
ever}^ refpecSable place, it had been brought under difcuflion," for 
that had contributed to difpel that calumny, which flew in the dark, 
and tended to purify the charaders of the Judges, who had a^ed 
upon thefe trials. They would have corifolation from all thefe dif- 
calTions, anvi particular confulation from the refult of th^ labours o^ 
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the noble Earl, v^ho had brou^t this fubje£l before their Lordlhipi, 
with great dilligence;> ingenuity and abilities, he admitted ; but ift 
a manner which proved the weaknefs of the caufe in which he was 
engaged ; he had not fo much fpecified his objeftions to particular 
points, as he had infilled on the general topics againft the whole of 
the code of the Scotch law. In doing tliis, he atSed wifely, for 
T^here the citadel W5is ftrong, he fhould begin his approaches at a 
diftance ; for this purpbfe the noble Earl had ftated to their Lord* 
fhips, . the fnperior wifdom of the law, and the liberality of its ex* 
pounders in the 1 2th and 1 3th centuries. Perhaps their Lordfliips 
might not be able to agree with the noble Earl, or join with him in 
his panygerics on the fuperiority of thofe days over the prefent, for 
he feemed to think that good order and the happinefs of Sdciety were 
then at their height ; and that the fubfequent alteratbns of the law, 
and the labours of Lawyers to explain the law^ had tended to con- 
fine inftead of expand the principles of liberty. He feemed to call 
for a general reform, and, like all general reformers, his ideas 
feemed better fitted for general deftruftion of the whole fyftem than 
for any fpecific amendment of any particular part. He was not a 
little farprifed that in his copious enumeration of general defefts, the 
noble Earl had not the goodnefs to communicate to their Lordfhips 
what remedy he intended to apply. He had merely hinted that the 
laws of Scotland (hould be affimilated to the laws of England. He 
believed there was no real neceffity for that affimilatiort, and that if 
the noble Earl was to proceed to it, he would foon find Kimfelf under 
the neceffity of altering the law of England alfo. He doubted whe- 
ther that could be done with advantage to either; at leaft, whenever 
it was done; it (hould be done with a very wife, if not a very fpar- 
ir^ hand : and the inclination of his mind was that both laws (hould 
for the prefent, remain as they are. Much cenfure had been heaped 
on the late proceedings of the Court of Law in Scotland, and the 
Judges ifluft take their fhare of Wai;ne upon the fubjed. He had 
no inclination to beftow any ftudied panegyric on them : no part of 
their conduft had any need of it. They had afted, he believed, 
upon the principles of truth and juftice, as they fhould anfwer to 
their God and their country ; and they behaved with a manly firm- 
nefs. Some time after the trial had commenced, they had around 
them the appearance of a mob, a buftle, and a clamour : they re- 
garded it not, but proceeded deliberately in the execution of their 
duty ; and they had the only recompence which a wife man could 
think worth having, the fatisfaStion of knowing that the clamour of 
the moment, however loud, was but the clamour of the moment ; 
tfaar having fubfided, they found good order, peace, and tranquillity ; 
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they found they had the fuppojt of all good and honourable men. 
Many gentletnen had come up from Edinburgh ; he had converfed 
with many : men of a grave, fober^ ferious difpofition, and honour- 
able character, they all declared, that every man of chara6ler and 
property in Scotland approved of the whole of the trial and the fen- 
tcnce ; every man of rank, every man of fortune, every merchant 
Ariftocrate, every tradefman Ariftocrate, every worthy individual, 
approved highly of the conduft of the Judges. None affedted to be 
diflktisfied with it but the real Sans Culottes of Edinburgh. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE cxpreffed his furprife at the mode 
of treating the queftion adopted by the noble and learned Lord. 
Neither declamation nor invecSive (hould deter him from bringing 
before the confideration of their Lordfhips what feemed to him fo 
materially to deferve it, and what he could produce folid arguments 
to fupport* If the noble Lord had paid a little more attention to 
the fubje£t, he would have found many in (lances of crimes formerly 
included under the general head of treafon.made fubjedl by law to 
appropriate punifliments, after being taken from under that general 
head, by the introduction of the Englifti treafon-laws into Scotland. 
The noble Lord had talked with afFeded aftonifhment of. the necef- 
lity of 'a warratit to enable the Court of Judiciary to try men for 
leafing-making. Yet not a fingle inftance of that Court's exercifirtg 
jurifdidion on leafing-making, without fuch a warrant, would he be 
able to find before the Union ; and the reafon was this : The whole 
of thejurifdiftion was in the Privy Council, and the Court of Juf- 
ticiary could take no cognizance of the offence, but in virtue of 
authority delegated by warrant from the Privy Council* His argu- 
ment on refufing the challenge of jurors, which the noble Lord had 
totally mifapprehcnded, was that of the very afts which thofe jurors 
hadprcvioufly declared extrajudicially to be acSs of feditipn. ' Evi- 
dence to criminate the prifoncr might have been admitted on the 
trial. The noble Lord would fay; they were not fet forth in the li- 
bel. No more were Mr. Muir's alledged expreflions againft tlie 
Court of Jufticiary, and yet of thefe expreflions evidence was adVually 
received. The diftindtion between the competency and the credibi- 
lity of witnefTes flood upon the fame principle both in England and 
Scotland. He wifhed the noble Lord had fpared his wit in order 
to notice the cafes cited, particularly that of the trial at Dumfries, 
where a witnefs whofe incredibility was impeached in the higheft 
poflible degree, was permitted to give his evidence, on the exprefs 
ground that there was no record of perjury to render him incompe- 
tent. If the noble Lord, inftead of confulting Barnet's hiftory, had 
looked into Lockhart's memoirs, he would have feen that both the 
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fentence againft Bdlley by the Privy Council, and tW reverfal of 
th^t fentence by Parliament, were political intrigues equally difgrace- 
fiil to both parties, and fuch as no man would ever think of refort- 
ing to as a nile for the impartial adminiftration of juftlce. If the 
noble Lord had read Barney's petition and the aft of Parliament 
paiTed in confequence, he would have feen that the complaint was 
not confined to any particular part, but againft the whole of the pro- 
ceeding, and the long imprifonment which the Petitioner had fuffinred. 
Such a cafe he (hould never have condefcended to notice m argument^ 
but for the triumphant manner in which it had been brought for- 
ward and relied upon as a precedent that completely juftified all the 
late proceedings of the Court of Jufticiary. Miferable muft be the 
caufe that refted on fuch a precedent ; and he rejoiced that the very ^ 
feeble fupport which it had this day received, had proved that if 
could not be relied upon, and he hoped difpofed of it for ever. He 
had exprefsly guarded againft the idea of making any refleSions on 
the Judges. Hehad merely ftated fa£ls to their Lordlhips, and 
the reafons that had induced hifn to think them fit matter of inquiry. 
By inquiry^ alone could it be determined whether or not the Judges 
had zSted as they ought. He wifhed that tlie people of Scotland 
might not entertain fufpicions of the pure and mild adminiftration 
of juftice amongft them. He wifhed they might feel, on the late 
proceedings, as the noble Lord, wrapt up in the fecurity of high of- 
ficial (ituation, was fo confident that they felt; but he feared that^ 
if the noble Lord were to go into the country he would find that the 
approbation of them, even among Ariftocratic merchants and arifto- 
cratic tradefmen, as for as property was included in the epithet, 
was not quite fo general as he imagined. The noble Lord faid they 
were approvijd of by all the Scots bar, except one or two of ^ parti- 
cular defcription. Did he mean by this to denote a man of thefirft 
praftice and abilities at the Scots bar, whom the advocates, as the 
mofl honourable teftimony to his talents and his diaradler, had long 
placed at the head of their faculty ? Whatever pctfons the noble Lord 
might mean to point out by one or two, both the legality and the 
difcretion of thefe proceedings were doubted, not by one or two, but 
by many. 

The queftion was put on each of Lord Lauderdale's motions, and 
pafTed in the negative, without a divifioh. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR then faid, that after what had 
pafTed, their Lordfhips would deem argument unnecefTary in fupport 
of a motion. " That there was no ground for interfering in the 
pra£lice of the eftablifhed Courts of Criminal JufUce, as admini« 
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flesed under the Conl^itution, and by which the ri^s, liberties 
and properties of all ranks of fubje^ls were protedied**' ^ 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, it was as new, as extra* 
ordinary, after refuiing all the papers he had moved for, to make a. 
fpcech of his the foundation of a motion for which the papers could 
hstve been the only proper grounds. It was unbecoming the dignity 
of the Houfe, at the clofe of a debate to propofe in lieu of argument 
a fquib in the fliape of a motion, for which no reafon whatever could 
appear on dieir Journals. It was not for the honour of the Judges 
to whom the compliment was intended, to pafs a vote of approba^ 
ti«n without fomething to (hew that it was defervcd. 

Earl STANHOPE iaid that, much as he had been aftoniflied 
at pibceedtngs in Parliament, he had never been fo much aflonifhed 
as at the motion now propofed. When, in the beginning of the 
feffion he had moved an addrefs to His Majefty to ibfpend the ex- 
ecution of^the fentence againft Meffrs. Muir and Palmer, becaufe 
doubts were entertained of its legality, their Lordfliips did not 
think that fufficient ground even to interpofe between the fentence 
and the execution. What was now propofed ? There was no- 
thing to found a refolution upon, but a very able fpeech from his 
noble friend, to which nothing that dcferved the name of an ati- 
fwer had been given, and yet it was propofed to approve of that 
fentence without any inquiry. He fhould therefore propofe to in- 
fert as an amendment, " All the documents on which fuch a decla- 
ration could be founded having been refufed." 

The Earl of CHESTERFIELD faid, die motions previoufly^ 
made would appear upon the journals, and the motion now propof- 
ed ought to ftand there alfo to do away their efFc<ft. 

Earl STANHOPE faid, this argument would not do. If th« 
motions made by his noble friend would appear upon the Journals, 
it would appear alfo, that they had been negatived, which was 
fufficient to do 3way their efFed. The Houfe could not adopt the 
motion now propofed without inquiry— He, for one was ready to 
declare, that he was neither one of dxc Ariftocrate merchants, nor 

m 

of the Ariftocrate tradefmen, who approved of the late pioceedings 
of the Scots Criminal Courts/ but one of the Sans Culottwd^xiacvi, 
^ho condemned them. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, the noble Lord had now avowed in 
terms what his condu<ft on former occaiions had fufficiently declar- 
ed. In future difcuflions interefting to the peace, and Conftitution 
of the country, in which the noble Lord m^ht think fij to take a. 
part, their Lprdlhips would recdledl that they wereliftening to the 
arguments of a Sans-Culottes. When advantage was taken of the 
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forms of the Houfe to plan on the Journals not merely motions, 
but detailed arguments rcflcsfting on the Adminiftration of Criminal 
Jufticc, their Lorpfliips could do no lefs than obviate the ill cfFefts 
of fuch arguments, by an explicit declaration that there was no 
ground for interfering in the Adminiftration of Criminal Juftice. 

Earl STANHOPE'S amendment was negatived j and the Lord 
Chancellor's original motion put and carried. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Wednejday^ I bth April. 

No debate* 

Thurjdayy i^th April. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, the attention of Aeir 
Lordihips had been confiderably engaged, during the laft feflion of 
Parliament, by a bill, the objeft of which was to give fome relief 
to unfortunate perfons Confined for debt. The provifions of that 
bill were fuch as induced their Lordftiips to rejeft the bill, and the 
Judges were defired to give a report upon the fubjedl. They had 
given it their utmoft. attention ; and in confequence of their report, 
the bill which he held in his hand was framed. It was in many 
particulars a tranfcript of the bill paffed in 1 78 1 2 it however ex- 
tended relief to perfons confined for lefs than loool ; whereas the 
bill paiTed in 1781, extended only to perfons imprifoned for lefs 
than 500I. The utmoft pains had been taken to prevent, as much 
as poflfible, fraudulent debtors from taking advantage of the bill ; 
and as many perfons had thrown themfelves into prifon under the 
idea of being liberated by an aft of this kind, and of having the 
operation of whitc-waftiing performed upon them, it was provide^! 
that none (hould receive any benefit from the bill who were not in 
prifon before the i ft of January 1794. There appeared, from the 
returns of the King*s-Bench Prifon, to be about 600 perfons now 
confined there, out of whom there were not above 44 who would 
not derive benefit from this aft. His Lordftiip wifhed to fee a re- 
gulation take place, which he thought would have very beneficial 
cfFeft, namely, that the jailors of the diflFerent prtfiJns ftiould tranf* 
mit annually to the Court out of which the procefs iffued, a return 
of the number of the perfons confined for debt, and the fums fox 
which they were confined. Having ftatcd the general outlines of 
this bill, his Lordfhip moved that it be read a firft time now \ and 
during the recefs their Lordihips ^ould be able to confider its 
meritsr. 

Kk 2 ^ 
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The bill was then read a firft time; and the Houfe ad- 
journed to 

Monday y ^%th April 

Lord GRENVILLE prefented a meffage from His Majefty, 
relative to the treaty entered Into, between the King of Pruffia, the 
States General of Holland, and Great Britain, and moved, that 
the Houfe (liould be fummoned to take the fame into confideration 
on Wcdnefday next. [For a copy of the meffage, fee the proceed^ 
ings of the Commons of the fame date.] 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Tuefday^ 2()th ApriU 
No debate, 

Wednefday^ '^Oth April. 

Lord ABINQDON faid, I have in my hand a petition, which, 
circumftanced as the fubj'eft- matter of it now is, it is* with much 
' fatisfa6Hon to myfelf that I rife to prefent it to the Houfe. Your 
Lordfliips may recoUedl, that when this bufinefs was brought for- 
ward by a noble Lord (who, employed in the fervice of his country, 
is not now in his place,) although I then prefented a petition fimilar 
to this from the debtors confined in ,the Oxford jail, I fpokc 
jigainft the meafure ; and rcfted my objctftions to it on two grounds. 

The firft ground was, that it was a cafe that required fuch an 
infinite degree of profcffional knowledge in the law to de\'elope, that 
however much I might refpcdt the abilities of the noble mover of 
the queftion, until I fhould fee the learned Lord on the woolfack, 
with the reft of the law Lords of the Houfe, calling for the affift- 
ance of the Judges, and all united in making fo great an alteration 
in the laws and cuftoms, nay, in the very conftitution of the coun- 
try, I could affent to no proceeding different in defcription from 
this. But what now is the cafe? It is, that the very proceed- 
ing which I then took the liberty of fuggefting to your Lordfhips, 
and which I thought the nature of the cafe called for and required, 
is now, in every particular, carried into cffedl. That is, it is a 
proceeding (as we find by a bill on your Lordfhips* table) adopted 
by the learned Lord on the woolfack, faid to be fanftioned by the 
other law Lords of the Houfe, and confirmed by the affiftance had 
from the Judges of the land. It is that cafe, therefore, that 

niy judgement and opinion muft neceffarily go along with and fup- 
port. 

The other objection which I had to the meafure was this : That 
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the fault did not fo much He, and of courfe the remedy was not fo 
much to be looked for, in the law, as with the lawyers ; meaning 
to fay now, as I did then, not with thofe who dcferve this refpeft- 
able name, but with thofe licenfed robbers, thofe legalized pick- 
pockets, the pettifogging qui tarn attornies of this country, who, 
in the malverfation and perverfion of the law, are its fcandal and 
difgrace. 

And here too, my Lords, to my great gratification, do I find, 
that this other objeftion of mine is in fome degree obviated, by be- 
ing in the way at leaft of removal ; the Legiflature having, in their 
wifdom, thought fit, during the prefent fcflion of Parliament, to 
take this matter into their confideration, and to bring thefe common 
difturbers of the peace of mankind, thefe invaders of the liberty and 
property of the people, and, in ,fhort, thefe fcourges of the coun- 
try, under their notice and eye. They have fet a mark upon them ; 
they have faid, 

** Hie niger efl^ hunc tuy Romanes cavetp /" 

and fo far they have done well ; but this is but the very beginning 
and outwork of the fiege, that muft be carried on againft a body of 
profeflional fwindlers, fo coated in the armory, and intrenched up 
to the chin, as they are, in the ctooked ways and defiles of the 
law ; the law muft become their mafter, and not they the mafters 
of the law. And as, in the doing of this, my. own fituation (for 
** experto crtde Roberto,'^) brought forward by myfelf, and perhaps 
ftiortly too, may furnifti, both in precept and example, the means, 
in order to the end of fo much public utility ; fo, for the prefent, I 
fliall here content myfelf only with moving that this petition be 
now prefented." 

Petition received. 

Earl STANHOPE, referring to a converfation that had taken 
place the day before, relative to fome exprelTions ufed by Mr. Burke 
in the trial of Mr. Haftings, and which were fuppofed to convey 
a refledHon upon the int^ity of the Judges, faid that he had fincc 
been reflefling a good deal with himfelf upon the fubjeft ; and, after 
full confideration, his Loydfhip faid, he thought it his duty to fub- 
mit to the Hoiife a motion with regard to it. As a general propo- 
fition it could not be difputed to be of .the utmoft confequence in 
every country, that the charaSers of the Judges (hould be preferv- 
cd pure and immaculate. If therefore the Court of Jufticiary in 
Scotland, or if the Judges of this country were accufed of injufticc 
or coituption, it was certainly proper that the charge (hould be fully 
ipveftigated, that if it was juft, the Judges ipight be removed, or. 
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if unjuft, that the calumnrators might be puniflied, amd the cha- 
rafters of the Judges vindicated. The prefent ^e was fo ftrong, 
that his Lordfhip chofe to put it hypothetically. Suppofe a perfon 
in a numerous affembly to have faid that a branch of the Ganges 
had flowed into the Thames, and polluted the current of juftice 
in this country, ought fuch words, if ufed by any perfon, ftill 
more by a Manager of the Houfe of Commons in his public cha* 
rafter, to pafs unnoticed ? If they did, the people muft conclude 
cither that the Judges of this country are corrupted, or that they 
may be calumniated with impunity ; and in either cafe, their cha- 
rafters and dignity as Judges muft be leffened in the eye of the pub- 
lic. His Lordfhip concluded with moving, " That the fliort- 
hand writers employed at the trial of Mr. Haftings be direfted to 
attend at the bar of the Houfe to-morrow, and bring along with 
them the minutes of the proceedings of Tuefday the 29th inftant." 

Earl 'CAERNARVON was furprifcd to hear a direft charge 
made againft the honourable Manager, when from his own know- 
ledge and memory he could affert that the words as had now been 
quoted were never fpoken. The; words at all events were ufed ar- 
gumentatively, and not agreeable to the acceptation in which they 
were taken by the noble Lord. They were a remark on what fell 
fro.m Mr. Haftings's Counfel, and as fuch were not cognizable by 
their Lordftiips. He conceived that the time to have noticed the 
cxpreflion was, when fpoken, and not at a diftant period. 

Lord KENYON faid, that he conceived the propriety of the 
motion, though he was neither matter of the form that (hould be 
ufed, neither did he know whether the words paffed or not, but 
took them on the credit of his Lordfhip. He declared he had no 
communication with the noble Peer who brought forward the motion. 
But the two noble Lords who had fpoken, differed widely as to the 
exprcffion, and he thought the Houfe fhould avail itfelf of the means 
to fee which was the moft correft. If the Judges were guilty, let. 
them be punifhed — if no charge lay, the honourable Manager 
fliouid explain himfelf on the bufinefs ; but their charafters fhould 
not be taken away by a lidc wind, and he did not think that it was ' 
an objeft on which they could think with indifference. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR ftated, that although to the 
whole of a debate, on both fides the bar, certainly highly irregular, 
he had not been able to pay entire attention, yet the period which 
produced the objeftionable exprefTion had his complete notice, and 
he peifeftly well remembered th^e occafion which gave rife to the 
remark. He trufted that the terms upon which he had always lived 
with his learned brethren, was a fufHcicnt afTurance to them, -tbat 
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Kc felt the m6ft extreme jealoufy for their honour^ and if any re- 
mark had fallen which had been likely to operate to their prejudice, 
he (hould have been the firft'to fpeak in its reprobation. The oc- 
cafion he Would briefly ftate was this : The Managers had cited 
cafes in fupport of their argument with inferences, erroneous indeed, 
as their Lordfliips had decided — but certainly unanfwered by the" 
Counfel for Mr, Haftings ; and if he had felt himfelf inclined to 
have cenfured any one for the latitude taken, it would certainly^ 
have been one of the Counfel, who had ftated the Judges in the 
cafe of Lord Strafibrd to have been panic ftruck, and other Judges 
to have been indifcreet in their determinations, and that the law had 
certainly changed its principle and praftice. The Managers, forti- 
fied by this weaknefs, had called for proofs, and arguing hypothetically 
upon the afTertion, that ^J!t was law in the year 1641 was not law 
now, had a(ked the queftion fo ftrongly enforced as ground of 
criminal allegation. He ftated, that the regular way would have 
been to have called the honourable Member to order at the time ; 
their Lordfliips would then have heard that the ofFenfive exprcffion 
would have been explained to their fatisfadlion — ^Nay the latitude of 
debate demanded this privilege of explanation : It even went fer- 
ther, for it gave a' liberty for warmth or indifcretion to give a mean- 
ing quite contrary to the obvious import of the words, and he could 
ndt look on either fide of the Houfe without repeated inftances of 
this liberty crouding upon his memory. The reports of the {hort- 
hand writer were neceffarily imperfeft, and it would by no means 
become the dignity of that Houfe to aft upon fuch loofe authorityw 
That no man who had ever dealt with thefe venders of notes had 
ever his own expreflion faithfully returned to him — befides there 
was another confideration with him of ftill more importance — the 
motion having an obvious tendency^to embroil the two Houfes. 

Earl STANHOPE, in reply, faid that he had yefterday, as 
well a? at all other times, beftowed upon the trial the whole attention 
of which he was capable ; and whatever might be the fentiments of 
the learned Lord, he, for his part, would be alhamed to confefs that 
he had not attended taa trial upon which it was his duty to fit as a 
Judge. With refpeft to the common inaccuracy of notes taken in 
fhort hand, his Lordftiip faid that the fpeech of the honourable Ma- 
nager had been taken down by no fewer than three perfons, by him- 
felf and the two fhort-hand writers, who were paid by the Public 
for tfiat purpofe. If they all agreed In affigning the very fame words 
to the honourable Manager, it was impoffible to fuppofe that they 
could be inaccurate or xaiftaken. It was impoflible that if three 
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men did err, they ihould all err the fame way. As to the plea of 
difference between the Houfes, let us firft, faid he,- be fure of the 
words, and then I have too much confidence in thp Commons to 
believe they would warrant the Speaker if they were wrong, and in 
the Lords to complain if they were proved to be right. 

The motion was negatived without a divifion. 

The order of the day was then read, for taking His Majefty's 
mcffage into confideration. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, that in calling their Lordfhips* atten- 
tion to fo beneficial an obje6l, as he confidered the treaty with Pruflia 
to be, he (hould not have occafion to trouble them at great length, 
as he was perfuaded they would fee it in the fame light with himfelf. 
At all times fince we had to contend with France as a rival, nation, 
and that we had to repel her ambition, hcsr intrigues and her reftlefs 
enmity, which had been for fo long a time, under the old Govern- 
ment, the fource of our wars, it had ever been found our wifeft po- 
licy to feek for aid on the Continent ; for though our fuperiority 
over France, in point of real ftrength, of national vigour, of naval 
power, of commerce, and of wealth, was manifeft, yet in point of 
population, and of the means of raifing armies, Britain muft yield' 
to her rival ; and thus it had always been our fyftem to feek on the 
Continent for additional land force. This had been done in two 
ways, by forming alliances with fuch powers as had an eqaal inte- 
rcft with ourfelves in repelling her unjuft enterprifes, and who had 
the means of entering into treaties for their mutual fecurity, or by 
fubfidizing fuch powers as felt a difpofition to aflift us in the caufe, 
and to lend their troops to be employed by us in the profecution of 
objedls, which had their approbation, but which they kad not the 
power to profecute without fuch fubfidy. This at all times had 
been our policy, not merely from neceflity, as we could not raifc 
great land armies ourfclve^ but alfo from economy, as it was cer- 
tainly cheaper and more political to pay foreign troops, than to take 
our own youth from the plough, and the loom, and not merely put 
a flop to all domeftic induftry, but alfo drain the ifland of its popu- 
lation, and diminifh our natural ftrength. This always had been 
our policy, and there was furely nothing now to make us alter it. 
France by her prefcnt horrid fyftem had certainly made it more in- 
cumbent upon us than ever to exert ourfelves in the fame way. By 
deftroying all domeftic occupations, and demolifhing the very frame 
of Society, (he had driven all the people into the trade of war. 
Every man was forced, not merely by the tyranny of the Govern- 
ment, but alfo from the preffure of adtual want, to become a foldier, 
and unlefs we were to do the fame, unlefs to fend forth a requifition^ 
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ralfe the people in a mafs, ^nd put ail the men of Englafld irito arms ; 
we itiuft fupply our inferiority in point of numbers by foreign aid. 
So far were we however from taking thefe violent ftepsi frofti diC* 
turbing in the fmalleft d^ree, the complicated macliine of national 
induftry, that he would take upon himfelf to affert, there never was 
a time when the preflure of war was fo little felt by the interior of 
the country, and when the manufaftures and commerce were lefs 
afFefted by the draughts which had been made from aflive labour. 
Compare this with the conduct of the Government of Fiance! They 
were not fubfifting by the natural produce of the year. They were 
not, with the views of a permanent and legitimate Government, 
looking forward to the interefts of the future, but with the rafli vio- 
lence of men who had no intereft beyond the day, they were rooting 
up the very foundations of all revenue, and were fpending the adtull 
capital of the country. By this violence they were to be fure able 
to bring into temporary and fhort-lived aftion an unheard-of force, 
but the explofion once made, they could never repeat the effort, 
for the capital once gone, it could not be recalled. The very h&, 
however, of their intemperance, demanded from us greater efforts. 
An extraordinary war demanded extraordinary means. The con- 
dudl and fentiments of the Britiffi government remained the fame 
as ever. They thought that this was a war upon which depended 
the very exiftence not only of this Government, but of all fociety ; 
that we had every thing at ftake, and that therefore no efforts, no 
expence ought to be fpared, by which we could accomplifti the juft 
and dcfirable objeft we had in view. In this view it was, that 
Minifters finding it to be the opinion of the Government of Pruflia, 
after the experience of two campaigns, in which great efforts had 
been made, that they could not, confiftent with the true interefts of 
their own country, incur the expence of a third, unlcfs maferially 
aided therein, they thought it advifcable to conclude the treaty on 
the table. If the political expediency of the war was admitted, he 
thought there could not be two opinions as to the queftion of whether 
this was an advantageous treaty or not. He was free to fay that he 
never had had two opinions on the queftion, whether we fliould 
confine the aid to the ftipulated fuccour of the former treaty, or to 
extend it to that which was now fecured. Of the 62,000 men 
which his Pruflian Majefty had now engaged to furniih, about 
32,000 was the contingent ftipulated for by former treaties, and for 
that number, whenbrought into the field, we were bound, by the 
former treaty, to pay for bread and forage. Takir\g, then, into 
oonfideration this fad, and going on the fuppofition that it was right 
to fubfidize at all, the prefcnt would be found to be the cheapeft 
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means of raifing an army of 30,000 men that ever was known'. 
The total cxpence of the fubfidy was about 1,750,000!. Of this 
fum the Dutch were to pay 400,000!. ; fo that our part of the ex- 
pence was 1,350,000!.; but for .450,000!. of tfiis fum we were 
bound by the former treaties ; fo that in reality the whole of the fum 
to be incurred for the fervice of 30,000 men for the reft of this year 
was about 900,000!. and the annua! expencc would be no more, 
provided the Dutch fho^ld be prevailed on to continue and to incrcafe 
their proportion, which he had rcafon to believe they would be. All 
tlie other troops employed by us in the war coft us more than this 
ftipulated fum. Our own tfcops coft more, the Hanoverians coft 
confiderably more, the Heflians coft more, and indeed all the troops 
of all nations, in Britifh pay,^ft more than thefe Pruffians ; fo 
that in point of oeconomy it was a cheap contra<ft. Nor was this all: 
he would venture to fay it would have been impoffible to have found 
30,000 men elfewhere in Europe to be brought forward on our part 
in the war. It was not merely to be corifidcred as a mere fubfidy of 
troops, but here was an army of 62,000 men provided, an army 
numerous, difciplined, ready, and efficient. Nor was this all: 
It was not merely bringing fo many men into the field, but engaging 
one of the firft powers on* the Continent on our fide, who would 
othcrwife have withdrawn himfelf entirely. In a military and poli- 
tical view this was of the greateft confequence. He owned that a 
fubfidy to this extent was new. There never had been fo large a 
one, but though the amount was new, the principle was old and ap- 
proved. In 1 741 we had given a large fubfidy to the Houfe of 
Auftria, purely to maintain the rights of the Emprefs Queen, and 
in 1756 we had given a fubfidy of 6oo,oool. to the Houfe of 
Brandenburg, to enable him to make efforts againft a common ene- 
my; for liis own intereft, as much, or more than for our own. 
Here we were to give 900,000!. hidced, but for what? for 30,000 
men, who were to be employed under the command of a Pruflian 
General, on fuch objefts as (hould be agreed on in military concert 
for our advantage, find for conquefts to be made diftinftly for us. 
Thofe who thought thatthe prefent war might have been altogether 
avoided, [Earl'Stanhope cried, Hear! Hear! ] as well as thofe who 
thought fince*k began peace might have been concluded, [Earl Stan- 
hope : Hear ! Hear ! ] would qf courfe think this an improvident 
treaty; but thofe who agreed with him, and with the reft of His 
Majefty's Minifters on theneceflTity of the war, in the impraftica- 
bility of obtaining peace on any grounds of real fecurity, and in the 
policy of making the war vigorous for the pUrpofe of bringing it to a 
fpeedy eonclufion, would feel with him tfie advantage and wifdom- 
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4>f the prcfent mcafure, and would adopt the motion, with which 
he begged leave to conclude, " That an humble addrefs be prefcnted 
to His Majefty, to thank him for the gracious notification of the 
Treaty concluded with the King of Pruflia, and to affure His Ma- 
jefty that they would concur in the meafures neceffary to fulfil his 
part of the fame." 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE faid he could not avoid ex- 
preffing his furprife that Minifters fhould thus call upon the Houfe 
to come to a vote upon a meafure fo very new, and important, as 
tike Treaty on the table, fo foon after it had been prefented to them, 
and before any noble Lord could poflibly have time to examine fo 
nice a queftion, and to think of the confequenccs with which it was 
fraught. He was furprifed that they fhould call for a vote, by which 
no noble hard could poflibly be bound, fince it muft be haftily formed, 
and without refle6J:ion ; and what grace or weight could they derive 
from fuch a fupport ? Surely at a time fo critical and fo convulfed, 
and when men in every part of Europe were bufied in examining 
the principles of Government, it was not wife to treat Parliament 
with fo little ceremony, to bring their independence and integrity 
into queftion, and to take off from their decifions, the influence 
;which they could only obtain from the dignity, the gravity, the ma- 
turity of their deliberations. Surely they ought to uphoW die re- 
fpeft due to Parliament, not to undermine it ; and if they thought 
•tliat any ftrength was to be obtained by the concurrence of Parlia- 
ment, they fhould be cautious to give to that concurrence at lej^ft the 
air of deliberation. The noble Lord faid, that this was a Treaty 
founded upon precedent. In his mind it was totally new, and gave 
perfedtiy a new afpeft to the war. It was an entire change of the 
fabric. We fet out with Pruflia, and Auftria, as leaders in th^ 
war ; nay, of thefe two, Pruflk-was the firft and moft forward leader. 
It was a matter of hiftory that the rruflian Court was not only the 
moft eager, but was in truth the author of the war, and the late 
unfortimate Queen of France always dreaded the eagcrnefs of PruflTia, 
as likely to involve and zffcA her brother the Emperor. Pruflia^ 
not only led the van, and drew in Auftria, but the chief command 
was in Pruflia, and the whole of the paft campaign was under Prufs? 
fian aufpices. Of this country the King of Pruflia did not even 
think. He did not imagine even that we, out of the line of the 
war, out of its fcope and tendency — for removed not only from 
all danger, but from all intereft, could be fo abfurd and ftupid as 
to take a part, and no attempt was thought of on his part to draw 
us within the vortex. Nay, having views very different, he heard 
wi(h furprife and concern that we had committed the railulefs of 
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involving ourfdvcs in the war : now this very principal of the prin- 
cipals not only withdraws, but you, the laft and the leaft concerned, 
become the head, and proudly aflume to yourfelves the grand tafk 
of bearing the whole burden. Surely a change fo important demands 
a paufe. Surely we ought to refle<ft before we engage to pay a fubr 
fidy unprecedented for enormity in all the mad wars in which we 
ever were engaged ; and what war ever received any other epithet 
after the paffion of the day had fublided ? The fubfidy of 1756 ha^ 
been mentioned as a precedent. It was a curious precedent on which 
Jo juftify the meafure. From the day in which it had been made; 
to the prefent, there, had never been two opinions on the folly, 
extravagance, and abfurdity of that a£t: he remembered it well: on 
the very day, that is on the very firft day that, he took his feat in 
Parliament, he had given his opinion upon it ; the noble Lx)rd's fa- 
ther had equally objeded to it, and the Minifter himftdf, who gave 
the fubfidy, had always owned that it was an unadvifed and impolitic 
meafure, and that he had been drawn in on the opcafion. The 
next argument for this treaty was, that we not only got a great 
army, but fecured a great leading power of Europe by it. In this 
rcfpedt he differed from the noble Secretary of State. In his mind 
this was a fenfible objedion to the treaty. To have engaged the 
fame nufpber of men from inferior powers, would have been prefer- 
able,, fincc they could have no intcrefts that would interfere with 
ours, or at leaft no capacity to thwart our views ; but here we con- 
founded two charadters that ought ever to be diftindt, that of a prin- 
cipal and a fervant. We had to dciU with a mighty potentate, who 
had great and facred duties to fulfil towards his own dominions, 
which our views might crofs, and yet we thought of binding him by 
pack-thread to the performance of a light pecuniary engagement 
againft the permanent, hereditary, folemn duties of his fovercignty. 
There never were powers that had intcrefts fo different in any war 
as the Pruffians and Auftrians in the prefent. As to ourfelves, he 
knew of no intereft upon God's earth that we had in view. But 
could the King of Pruflia, ought the King of Pruffia to diveft him- 
fclf of his natural duties ? Could it be expected that he would be 
bound to fulfil engagements fo trivial on the comparifon? Might 
he not find employment for all his means elfewhere ? Was not Po- 
land lively to find him fome ufe for his troops, and to exercifc him even 
at his own door ? In the North alfo it was probable that he might 
find caufe for alarm, if not for adlion ; and might not circiunftances 
aiife in which he would be juftified in the eyes of all men for 
breaking this treaty ? Such things had been! la the year 1744, 
after Ijaving paid a long 'peace fubfidy to Heffe Caffcll, he turned 
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the ftipulated force into the fcale againft us, bccaufe the intcrcfts of 
his native dominions demanded it. Suppofe now that Auftria were 
to be fuccefcful in the prefent war of partition, that fuccefs Pn^a 
muft regard as ominous to himfelf ? Was it a6ling like politicians 
and ftatefmen to believe that he would a<9 upon this treaty to Ms 
ruin ? It was vain, fentaffic, and abfurd to fuppofe that you could 
diftate to, and manage the King of Pruffia, as you would the Mar- 
grave of Baden and his 800 men. He would do as his uncle did. 
He would laugh at you. He would call ybu a trafficking, com- 
mercial nation, who thought by a quantity of guineas to engajge him 
to overlook the true interefts of his people, and he would Q)urn the 
bribe. In the renewal then of this bloody leafe, it furcly ought to 
be your wifdom to look back to the laft campaigns, and fee where 
the fatal errors lay by which your eflForts have been inefFe<Jlual. 
One obvious caufe of the failures was the difference that fubfifted 
between the Auftrians and Pruffians. They hated each other. Do 
they not now hate each other? Does this treaty reconcile them? 
Auftria is not even mentioned in it. The King of Pruffia in his 
memorable declaration fays^ 

" The war was not a war with a civilized nation, and well-difciplined 
armies, but a war with a delirious and diminiihing fwarm of men, with 
a highly populous nation, provided with every refource for war to back 
them'— a fct of men who did not fight merely for vi6tory, but who 
fought by fire, fword, and tlie poifon of their pernicious doftrincs, to 
fubvert the whole fecial edifice of Germany. 

" To oppofe thisalmofl: unconquerable enemy, the King, on his part, 
brought into the fields 70,000 meh, and thofe his choiceft troops; with 
thefe has His Majeily combated, even until this third campaign, under 
every imaginable obflacle, far from the Pruflian dominions, amidil al- 
ready ex h an fted lands, excels of dearnefs of the neceflaries of life, and 
almoft inCupportable cxpencc." 

Thus, fiom this declaration, it appeared, that there was a defi- 
ciency of troops. Do you get more now ? But 62,000 certainly 
not of the choiceft troops. In three years in ?iny war an army is 
worn out. Two years of the prefent war muft be equal to three of 
any other war. But then ybu are to have a fnialler number of worfe 
troops, and thofe troops not now engaged as principals, animated 
by pride, ambition, and glory, but as hirelings, .where there is no- 
thing but a paltry felling of fo much blood, for fo much- money, 
and in which the heart is warmed by no fpirit, where there is a 
cold caufe, that of mere money, and what money ! For let it be 
confidered that you are to fend your Englifti guineas to Berlin in the 
lump, there to be converted into what fort of money he fliuddercd 
to think for the pppr foidier ? Perhaps to be converted into forged 
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aflignats^ perhaps into bafe coin, and we arc, to havfc a poor ftarvecj 
army let loofe upon our hands, to quarter where they could, and 
who muft be fed to be made ufeful. What greater profpefts, then, 
did this treaty open? Were the Allies more firmly united? He 
could take upon himfelf to fay, that the Audrians and Pruffians were 
at a greater diftance than cver^ not merely the armies, but the 
Courts. The Emprefs of Ruflia too, with her promifed inundation 
of Coffacks, where was (he? In, plain Englilh, fhe was ofF, fhe 
had ftolen a march. Men were not ignorant of the horrid and dia- 
bolical tranfadions that were pafling in Europe. Though from the 
new fpccies of inquifition that was fet up in this country, the ncwf*- 
papers durft not to publilh what the Editors knew, yet did not their 
Lordfhips all know that the Duke of Sudermania had difcovered the 
feocking confpiracy by which the Government of Sweden was de- 
£gned, by means the moft infamous, the horrors of affalfination, to 
overturned ? Could their hopes of fuccefs in this campaign be 
ilrengthened by thefe circumftances ? Did the difpofition of the 
neutral powers open to us any fairer profpefl ? It could no longer 
be difguifed that they were now arming, and that they held a very 
threatening, language. By whom they were fupported alfo it was 
ejify to divine. 

The intelligence from America alfo certainly was not lefs omi- 
nous than he had predi<Jted it to be. Nobody would fay that the 
profpeft from that quarter was very flattering ; fo tliat in this dan- 
gerous chieftainihip which we had aflumed, as the Don Quixote in 
this crufade againft the French windmill, we certainly had no mighty 
improvement of our views by this treat}*^ : for in addition to all the 
circumftances he had mentioned, we had a greater want than all— - 
the want of a juft caufe, and of a fair, and intelligible objedt.— * 
Even the beft writers on the fide of the war, from Mallet du Pan 
down^vards, had owned that what above all had tended to prevent 
oar fuccefs was, that a fubftantial objefl had not been held out to 
mankind, and particularly to the people of France. Now,- if even 
before this treaty, this charge could be brought againft the allies, 
how much more truly now ; for this treaty confounded all rational 
hopes. It declares that Pruflia is to fight to make conquefts — for 
whom r *— for the maritime powers ! He ridiculed the arrogance of 
two nations affuming to themfelves the title of " the maritime 
■powers," and afked how the pride of Spain would brook the difdain 
thereby bfFcred to herfelf — Spain, whofe difpofitions at this time 
were equivocal, and whofe temper at leaft was irritable. As to 
Holland, he fhould only fay, that Holland was orice a proud coun- 
try, how it had been reduced by our meddling officious policy, he 
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need not fay. It was doubtful even whether (he was able to pay 
the fmall quota of the fubfidy which had been impofed upon her. 
Pruffia at leaft was unwilling to truft to her, and had ,taken care to 
have our fecurity. Were we to pay the whole, and take our chance 
of the Dutch for the repayment? What confidence had we in the 
prefcnt ftate of our allies ? Pruffia, by the bye, was no longer an 
ally, but a fervant ; but fuch a fervant as you could not expeft to 
command. You are to give him 6 00,00 oL before he moves ; for 
by the treaty he is to have 300,0001. as a bonus, and then he is to . 
have an advance of two months, that is for April and May ; and 
this no doubt he will take care to receive ; but when he has received 
it, what fecurity have you that he will move at all ? • In what court 
will you carry on your fuit againft fuch a debtor ? He had the 
higheft refpeft for the private character of the King of Pruffia as a 
gentleman and a man of honour, but it was well known, that So- 
vereigns held their confciences abfolved from the ties of common 
men. But what, he faid, was the condition of our allies ? Did 
any one of them, except Auftria perhaps, retain even the appear- 
ance of feeling a common caufe with us r In Spain the only great 
men had retired with glory into exile, becaufe they would not facri- 
fice the true interefts of their country, and M. D'Aranda had car- 
ried with him the regrets of his nation. What even was the ftate 
©f our own forces ? Corfica prefented a pi£lure which, though 
fhamefully concealed from the Public, could not be long fo. The 
two fer vices not only at variance, but the one carrying on a ficge*iri 
defiance of the other, and our fleet thereby expofed to .ruin. A 
gallant General returned in the very moment of action, certainly 
not without caufe,. and yet from the wretched fyftem of fanaticifm 
no inquiry was to be made! Our fuccefs in the Weft Indies, fo 
brilliant, fo glorious to the country, was to be afcribed almoft en- 
tirely ^o the unparalleled talents of the two brave Commanders, 
and he would take upon himfclf to fay — ^to no merit of Minifters. 
They had been forced, flowly, imwillingly, by the public voice, ^ 
to call forth thefe great talents. But their great abilities had given 
MS the Weft Indies, and if the Weft Indies were 'confidered as a 
valuable objeft, which he very much queflioned, now was the 
time to procure the furrender and the pofleffion of them all as die 
price of peace. Or had we oAer robbery and plunder in view- 
Farther conquefts to achieve, in order to fix upon the minds of 
Ftenchmen indelible impreffions of enmity, and afcertain to Eng-' 
hmd the afBffting inheritance of eternal war! The noble Lord con-' 
eluded with an admonition to the Houfe againft the hafty praifc 
trtiich was -demanded of a «ncafurc that m his mind was pregnant- 


a64 PARLIAMENTARY A- 1794^ 

Vfiih the moft ^atal confequences. Had decent time been given fbc 
the confideration of the fubjed, be would offer other objcfiions to 
juftify him for detaining their Lordftiips ; but for thofe he had al* 
ready ftated, he muft give his negative to the motion. 

The Earl of MANSFIELD expreffed his impatience to deliver his 
opinion, and to give his complete approbation to the meafure in dif- 
cuflion. Had fuch a treaty been propofed under fuchscircumftances 
as the prefenty when he had the honour to fill a fituation under His 
Majefly, npw fo much better filled by the noble Lord (Grenville,) 
he would have given it his warmefl fupport. The meafure, indeed, 
was a bold one— but it was, therefore, the belter calculated to an- 
fwer its purpofe. The noble Marquis had wandered from the quef- 
tion to general topics, into which he did not think it his duty to 
follow him ; but with regard to the exprefTion, " Maritime Pow- 
ers" he thought it was properly ufed, as Great Britain and HoDand 
were the maritime powers contrading, as well as the powers whofe 
marine principally'proteded the trade of the Allies on the feas. He 
could not fay, what had been the opinion of the late Earl of Chat- 
ham refpeding the fubfidy granted to the King of Prufria in 1758, 
but he could not believe that it was a thing fought for by that Mo- 
narch. He had the honour of being employed on the Continent 
at that time — and he well recollected the report generally believed 
was, that the King of Pru0ia did not want a fubfidy, but that he 
cried to Britain, " Give me men— give me a fleet in the Baltic," 
and fo far from defiring the fubfidy, the meafure had originated in^ 
England, and was rather forced upon him. . The noble Marquis's 
reafoning about the want of an afcertained and juft objefl: in the war, 
which had been faid had kept the honeft part of the French fifom 
joining us, was taken from a pamphlet publifhed by Mallet du Pan. 
This had often been urged as a great pbjcdtion — ^but he thought it a 
very filly one, as the object of the war was both juft, and clearly 
defined. It was juft, as it aimed at the deftrudlion of a fyftem 
which threatened to overturn all civil fociety, and to promote rapine 
and plunder ; it was defined, as it was declared to be, for the pur- 
pofe of anniliilating that fyftem, and reftoring monarchy. As a 
means of promoting the fuccefs of that objed, he thought the pre- 
(ent. treaty a great and wife meafure ; and he thought it much better 
to conneS ourfelves with a great power, and thereby enfure the 
whole of its efforts, than to conneft ourfelves with little powers, 
whofe whole efforts muft, perhaps, be very inconfiderable. . The 
number of troops procured by this treaty, might indeed be repre- 
fented as fmall — ^but he begged their Lordfhips to recdledi that 
Uurty thoufand RuITians occafioned the peace of Aix-la-Chapelle— «: 
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and there was no. knowing what good effea$**might ^fult:flfom the 
co-operation of the Pruffians, now cnfured by this treatyr But it 
was faid, the King of Pruflia would not adhere to hid agfeements : * 
in this his Lordfhip could not concur^ for he hoppd that Monarch • 
would feel the necefTity of good faith in a caufe like the- prefen^* 
With regard to the aflerted furpri^ of his P^i^ian Majefty at Qres^t 
Britain's involving herfelf in the war, he fhould rather have ex- 
prelTed his furprife, that the French woulci have plunged into a 
war with Great Britain ; fer he always muft ji^aintain, that they 
not only provoked, but began it.; The conqueA$ in the Weft In- 
dies he admitted to be highly valuable ; and; if this was an ordi- 
nary war brou^t^on-by aggreflion, he allowed^ tiiiat the poiTeflion 
of the:acqui(itjons in the Weft Indies might be iiliffici^nt indemnity i 
but in the prefent contpft, he |hpught them a mere. trifle, and thajC 
if he confented to ma^e peace , with the prefent rulers of France, 
becaufc/thcy made fuch a ceflion, he fhould deferve to have his 
head fevered from his body; and that the Minifter who would' 
make fuch a peace, would purchafe infamy, not honour-^woulji 
bring us into danger rather than fecurity : for if the prefent Govern- 
ment of France were flowed to exift, there could be no iafety for 
any other Government in Europe. It was faid of Cicero that his- 
predidtions were equal to pn^hecies-*-" Predi^ionet ejfi qtumadnuh'^ 
dum divinatimesj* and perhaps that man would be entitled to the 
fame praife who fhould prediift the fhort-livedprofperity of thathorrid 
fyftem which now ravaged France ; or at any rate, who (hould fay. 
that if it fucceeded, no other country could be fafe. It was a fyftem 
of iqfurrc£Lion, of rapine, and diforder ; and it is not vain boafting,: 
but found reafon in thofe who poftefs power under it, to ddire the 
deftrudlion of eftabliftied Governments, as they know tha^ every 
well-regulated Government muft threaten their overthrow. If fuf- 
fered to exift, the rulers of France will therefore endeavour to con- 
taminate all furrpunding nations with their principles, and by that 
means bring a. peftilence upon them greater than any of t^iofe 
:Rrhich have yet afflided mankind. The old Government, even when 
animated by the moft extravagant ambition, had always paid fome 
regard to the happinefs of the people ; and the profperity of die people 
had hitherto been thought neceflary, for the fupport of ambitious 
pKJedts ; but the prefent French fyftem made the wrctched^ieft of 
the pec^le it^ prime objedl, and for the deftrudtion of that fyftem, 
and thofe men who fuppqrt it, he confidered this war tobe canied. 
on, and the prefent treaty to be entered into ; he (hould t^refore 
give it his warmcft fupport^ . , 
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The &fl of LAUDERDALE fticf, the qucftion had become 
infinitely more interefting by the language of the noble Vifcount 
(Earl of Maiisfieid) fer according ttj hhn the objeft was moft com- 
pletely charged. He referred to theli^ LordQiips whether until now 
they had eVer heard ft openly avowed thit we were fighting for a 
certain kind of interna! Government In France ? In the noble Se- 
cretary'^ corfefpohdence with M. Ghauvelin-*-*in die King*s fpeech 
at the commehdciVient of hoftilities— in our noble Minifter's Decla- 
rsktion at the tl^ue^— 'in all the State Papers which we had ever 
publi(bed, it had been, fludlbufty declared that it was not our wifh 
to interfere with fte internal Government of France: rtow, how- 
ever> that which a twdvemonth ago, no Miniftcr woidd liave dared 
t6 avow, was opaily avowed j and was «ot denied by Minifters. 
But even upon this nc^ fyftem of carrying on the l^ar, what fecurity 
had we that the King of Pruflia would fulfil his ei^agements? 
Jti(%ing by e^tpeHence, he rather thought no dependence could be. 
placed on him* On the 1 4th of JMy laft/he entered into a treaty 
with us to maK^ a' l^mttion caufe of <he War,' and to carry it on as 
long at W9 ihould ; but now he chiifes to break his cohtrafl:, and 
that treaty becbhies wafte paper. What fectirity have we that ha 
ifrill not break -his prefent c6ntra6l ? The li^rit of liberty had again 
aninnated tfic J^e^lc of Poland, and he wiflicd'them every fuccefe 
i^nft that perfidious and rapacious Prince^ the King of Pruffia, 
whofe condu6l tbwards them merited the nnoft fevere reprobation. 
If then he (hoiild find employment in Poland, this fubfidiary trcatjc 
M'ouid bfe no better obferved than that of laft year was, and he will 
leave religi^> humanity, and civil fodety, to fhift for themfelves j 
he will leave Rbberipierre to triumph, rather than endanger one atom 
df his plunder in that country. His Lordfliip obferved, that the 
Dutch^ in this treaty had been a little more cautious than Britain. 
They had entered into it only for one year. They chofe to itiake 
Ae- experirticnt, and to leave it to their own diferction whether it 
Jbould Be ireheWed. But the Britifli Government, with a forward 
fk-ofufioni had de^fed fuch precaution ; and whether the experiment 
ihouid turn out to be good or bad, they bound themfelves by a fe- 
parate article to continue it during flic whole war. The fubfidy, 
however, that was to be paid to Pruffia, great as it was, was not, 
fie looked upon it, all that this country would have to pay. Hi^ 
Flroflian Majcfty had indeed been well aj^rifcd of our Quikotie 
Afpdidon, and had been the earliett in his s^plication. But Atiftria 
m^l leon be C3cpe£fed to put m heir claims. Pi-cvious to the. torn- 
mencement of the war, her finances were in tHe loweft ftate, occa^ 

^ned both by diftiirb^ces in faer own dominions^ and a h^ivjr 
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^penfive war widi the Turks, while die- cofl^ «f his PruflTian 
Majefty were well known to be laig^ly filled* If Auftna, ^erefbre» 
comes, forward, and fays, *\ I have borne tl^e bront of the war \ I 
have fought moft earneftly ; I have freely expended my tilood and 
money ; I have <lone ^e gmtefl fer\ice, and i am the moft in 
want of money. You hav^ pai4 PriiflTia lazgely, though ilie has 
been t^ much lefs im|)p]taBce ; I therefore deike to be paid alfo/' 
If AuAtia fhould come forward io iuch a manner, can her preten- 
fions to a, fubfidy be 4^ed ? Is (be not the chief fupport of the con* 
federacy \ And if (h^ threatens to witheraw, unlefs pecuniary ai4 
Is given her, mud it not eijtherx be granted, <^r the war completely 
abandoned ? Will not the extent of tiie fum, and the facility with 
which it has been given tp the King of Pruffia,. encourage the Em- 
peror to demand a fubfidy alfo ? But what is more fsrious, will pofc 
his rieceflTities force him to it ? Auftria is io reduced, that fhe is 
obliged to have recourfe to all the means of raifirig money employed 
by the Jacc^ins, and fo much reprobated in this jcountiy ; — pillag- 
ing the churches— -melting plate — and making what (he called, loan^ 
in every country of E^iropc. Even here (he was trying a loai> ; and 
thus the whole war was to be maintaiiicd by Britiih capital. The 
ob|e£l of the war, as declared that night, his Lordihip confider^d 
.to be, if not completely unattainable, at kaft highly arduous and 
4lifEcult, for it amounted to nothing lefs tl)^ the ccnqueft gf 
France. And what better profpeft had wf this ypar than we 
had laft ? The prefent profpe^ in fa«St, held out £ir left hopes of 
fuccefs. At the commencement of the laft campaign, the Hrength 
of Britain, Holland, Spain, asd the ^eateft p^rt of Germany wa» 
untried, and certainly unbroken. A powerful body of Royallfts 
were making a mofl formidable liead in La .Vendee, of whofe fuc- 
cefs great expedatioi^ were formed, and France itfelf was then torn 
by fa£ti(»is. Parties were daily accufix^g thofe in powder, and hrir^- 
ing them to the fcalFold, while they themfdvie^ fucceeded to that 
power. But what was the fituation at the opening (^ this cam^gn } 
The fbrength of all the allied powers was confidotably wafted, and, 
as ajq^red by die meafure now under oopfideratiQn, fome of tl^^ 
prindpals were ijicapable of longer maintaining the conteft# Tho 
infoigeftts in Ia Vendee were annihilated ; the ruling party In Pari$ 
appealed to pofieft the aon6dence of die peo^e, and certainly pqf-r 
je^bd .vigour and authority ; and, inflcad of any new h&yssi fup-^ 
plantiiig diat which was in, power, we find d^e Gov^rrmmnK ftrong 
enough to bring thofe to the fcafibld who oppoie th^iii# Such ^vas 
diehopdeflneft of the prolpeA compared with the opening of t^e 
vhfiifiainpaign > and k Koidd^m daat dac^aufe becomes dcfpenile. 
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in the fame profpordon as the aUlcs defert it. We arc to go greater 
lengths, and it was not the leaft dejefting circumftance, that w©^ 
were this day told from one of Bis Majefty's Minifters, that 
30,000 men were not to be procured for money in any other part 
of Europe than in Pruffia. His. Lordfhip computed the other 
German troops in the pay of Great Britain, befides thofe of the 
King of Pruffia, to be about 40,000, and taking them to be paid 
at the fame rate, the whole fum would amount to about three mil- 
lions per apn. To pay fo largely for ireftoring Louis XVII. and 
the old French Government, was very extraordinary, when it was 
an unqueftionable faft, that all hiftorians, writers, and ftatefmen, 
had always complained that this country could not preferve peace 
on account of its intrigues; But although we had been in the moft 
perfe<ft peace and the greafeft profperity three years, while the new 
Goverment had exifted, yet now we were told, what had before been 
afferted by a noble Lord (Auckland) in his Memorial prefented to 
the States General the 23d of January, 1793, that we were mak- 
ing war to deftroy certain ihifcreants, affuming the name of Philo- 
fophers, who have prefumed to think themfelves capable of eftablilh^ 
ing a new fyftem of civil fociety. Such was the language now held. 
The new Government, which had fufFered us to be in peace and 
profperity, was to be dcftroyed ; and -the old Government, -which 
had continually involved us in broils and expence, to be reftored. 
The noble Lord (Grenville) had faid, that France was not fpend- 
ing her ordinary revenue in carrying on the war, but was exhauft- 
ing her capital ; but was not Great Britain doing the fame, though 
perhaps in a fmaller degree? Could it be pretended that the enormous 
cxpences of the prcfentwar, and fuch lavifli gifts as that noM'in dif- 
cuffion, could be provided for out of our ordinary revenues ? It was 
alfo faid, Frenchmen were dragged againft their will into the armies. 
This he thought highly improbable, when he looked at the courage 
and enthufiafm with which they fought. As to tlie diftrefs in 
France occaiioned by the numerous levies, he believed it to be 
much Icfs than it was reprcfented ; while in this country he knew 
the diftrefs produced by the war to be much greater than was c(Mn- 
monly admitted.' Our manufa£lvire$ in particular have been greatly 
injured. To his knowledge, a Juftice of the Peace, in a manufac- 
turing town, had atteft^d 23,000 men fince the war began, and 
another Juftice, in anodii^r town, had attefted nearly 1 2,000. Coul4 
thefe inftances be paralleled in any preceding war ? Tbcfc were 
proofs that our wealth and profperity were dreadfully fuffisring by 
the prefent conteft- His Lordfliip concluded by obferving, that it 
f^puJd be pau^b l>«ttcr to piake f^st^ tjian fubfi^ifq the Kin| of 
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• Pruffia, and that if It-w^s true, as he believed it was, and as it indeed 
cvid«\tly appeared, that the people of Britain were ftrongly attached 
to their Conftitution and Government, there could be no danger lo 
this country from the eftablifhment of the new Government of 
France, which inftead of holding out any thing feduSive, difplayed 
at prefent, and it was faid by the friends of the war, always would 
difplay, nothing but * accumulated horrors. Thcce would be n© 
danger, therefore, that Engliihmcn would be dcfirous of imitating 
a fyftem of horrors ; and upon that ground he fliould oppofe the 
prefent addrefs, as k would bring upon the country a great ex- 
pence for an objeft which appeared to be both unattainable and 
undeferving of fupport. 

Lord HAWKESBURY faid, the noble Earl had furely made 
a miftake in impiiting to Miniftcrs that the objedt of the war was 
changed. Until the French wantonly attacked us we did not in- 
terfere, and the objeft of the war had been all along, and was then 
chiefly, and indeed almoft limply, fecurity. Security was the great 
aim, though indemnity alfo we were entitled to, agreeable to all 
the writers on the fubjed of the war and its rights. This fecurity, 
he faid, we could not obtain under the prefent ftate of France, 
where one man, unknown in the world until four years ago, carried 
on the raoft unexampled tyranny in the name of two-Committees— 
where no law, no meafure, no fafety, was to be found — where their 
aflembly was reduced from 745 to 200, and even among this 
remnant of (he Convention, there had not been for months a fingte 
debate ; proving thereby to all the world that their fears took from 
them all deliberative fun<ftlons.-fi— From fuch a countrj' we could have 
no fecurity. • But what were our hopes of (uccefs in putting an end 
to this cruel anarchy ? That living as they were on their capital, not 
like England in any degree, but altogether and at once wafting the 
whole, he forefaw that it muft end— he could not predidl the time, 
but he fancied let that come when it might, it would be fudden. 
It would be an explofion, and would break up $t once. Whenever 
this fliould happen, it certainly was not for us to didlate the fort of 
Government that it would be wife for us to eftablifli there ; but after 
fuch a convulfion, and after tearing up all the eftabliftiments-— all 
the foundatbns of fociety — all the revenues — and putting the whole 
machine into fuch total confufion, it was obvious that there muft be 
eredted in France a veiy ftrong Executive Government, but that was 
of no confqquence to this country. This was a war of felf-preferva- 
tion 5 ajid upon th^t principle it was that he defended the prefent 
treaty, It was riot the amount of the fum which their Lordftiips 
pu^ht to coi^iderj fo much as the pbjc<3 t^ wluol^ it was ^pplied^ ijf 
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It was economically and properly applied^ their Lord(hips ou^ to 
^ perfecUy fatisBed. The mod likely way of fpcedily putting an 
tnd to the prefent war was^ by Employing all the refources of the 
country, in ponjunSion with our aUies, in order to a<Sl againft the 
eomn^on enemy. His Lordfhip a(ked> if it was p(^bie to hire 
ftoops at a cheaper rate, or troops that were likely to fight better 
in the field ? He thought it was perfectly evident, that an army of 
^2/000 Pruffians was more likely to a6t with proper energy and 
cfF^dt, than an army to the fame amount, coUeded from all the 
petty States of Germany. It had been (aid, the revenue ef thie 
country was greatly exhaufted, and daily diminilhing. His L<Mrd» 
Ihip faid, he believed, if he was wrong he defired he might be cor- 
reded, that the revenue of the laft quarter, ending the 5th of Aprils 
was greater than the revenue of any quarter, that ever occurred ia 
Che hiftory of this country ; and he was perfe<£lly perfuaded that in 
9 very ftiort time, the revenue of this country would far exceed the 
revenue of any former period. This country, therefore, in point 
0f finances, was not at all in fo unfavourable a fituation as had 
i>een reprefented by fome noble Lords. 

Lord AUCKLAND faid, that the noble Earl (Lauderdale) had 
idhided to an expreffion in a Memorial prefented by him to the 
{States General. He would b^ leave to read the whole of the pafr 
fage. His Lordfhip then read a pafiage from the Mem<Mial, by 
iwhtch It appeared, diat the term Mijcreants was a^^lied to thofe 
ifeecul^ils of France calling themfelves Philofophers^ who had pre- 
^med to think themfelves capable of eilablifhing a new fyftem of 
^vil ibai^ty. By this remark, he faid, he meant Condorcet, 
^liTot, Petion, Sieyes, and others of that defcription. Thefe Re* 
-^olutionifts, wild enthufiads, devoid of duty to the.Sui»reme Bdng, 
loft to every principle of religion and morality, arid who endeavoured 
to fpread ^eir deftruftive do6trine$ in evtry kingdom thrpughpiit 
Europe, had been fucceeded by the ftill more defperate and aban- 
doned ruffiajis who domineered in France at prefent. From itbefe 
data his Zx^d(hip drew a conclufion, that fuch. a condu6l ought to 
be vigoTQufly oppofed by every well-regulated ibdety. To complete 
their infamy, they had, without provocation, inyaded llcdiand, our 
natural ally, ^nd declared war againft England. To defend Km 
lights, and to humble this execrable G>nvention, with Rober(];Mei|:e 
. at their head, was the avowed purport of the treaty, and the fubfi- 
diary allowance to the King of Pruffia. In point of economy, his 
Ix>rd{hip afferted, the bargain was a very good one, as it oi^y 
amounted to about 3I. per man per month, which was Icfs than men 
(poidd jbe procured for in any other pajrt pf £urope. Scn'OS^ qqUc 
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Lords had doubted whether in the prcfcnt inftance wc ought to repofe 
confidence in the King of Pruflia. His Lordihip faid, that Prinot 
had never deferted the empire. He had always obferved his trea- 
ties with the Etnpcror. He had never failed in the perfcNrmancc 
of any treaties he had entered into with this country or with Holland^ 
and, therefore, he conceived there was no ground to fufpetft th© 
good faith of the King of Pruflfia. He faid he hdid corFefponded 
daily, and he might fay, hourly, with the Minifters of Pruflia in 
times of difficulty, at^d thought them fuperior in point of wifdom^ 
abilitj'^, and integrity, to all men upon earth. He concluded with 
acknowledging him&lf to be one of thofe who diought that no peaeo 
could be made with France while the prefent Government exifled 
in that country ; it was with refpecS to them a war ujque ad inUr^ 
necionem. 

The Duke of PORTLAND feid, that after the veiy able man- 
ndr in which all the objeftions to the meafurc now before thdr 
LonUhips had been 'anfwered by his noble friend (Earl of Mansfield) 
he rofe only to fay, that it was a meafure in which, if he had had 
die honour of bcitig one of His Majefty*s Minifters, he fhould have 
been proud to avow his (hare. It was not to b« eftimated by die 
quantum of fubfidy to be paid, but by its importance^ to effi^Sl the 
deftrudlion and annihilation of that fyfttfm, which, while it exifted^ 
left no room to hope for fecurity. He approved of the treaties both 
to a political and' pecuniary point of view, and defired to bo confi- 
dercd as much a party to this particular meafure as any man coiv- 
cerhcd in it. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, that all the collateral matter intra 
duced into the debate had been fo completely anfwcred, ht fhouM 
only weaken the force of the arguments of other noble Lords, by 
attempting to add to them. He (hould or^y obfer\*e on the variety 
of topics which had no imifiediate connexion with the fubjcdt imdcr 
confideration, that their fole tendency was fo reprefcnt the relburceS 
of the country as totally cxhauftcd, and to terrify the minds of thfe 
people. If it were true, as certain noble Lords aflRimed, that the 
refources of the country wcfe on the point of being exhauftcd, even 
this would be no argument aga^nft making one vaft and defperate 
eflbrf, which we had ftill the power of making, rather tlton tamely 
fiibmit to ruin. " If," faid Lord Grenvillc, <* the iiation is ii»- 
volved m fuch imminent danger as the noble Marquis and the noblt 
Earl have pofitively afferted it is, it then becomes every rank tX 
kncn to jdin their efforts, in order to make one laft effort to retrieve 
our honour (which I contend 1s not fullied), and to preferve bur 
indepen de ncy as a free nation." 
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' A nobltf Lord (Lauderdale) admitted that the prefent Govern-* 
ment of Prance was deteftable ; that the noble Lord was obliged to 
admit'; for it muft bd the opinion of every man, that the power of 
Government now exercifed in France was a tyranny more deteflable 
than the tyranny of Caligula or Nero — a tiffue of parricides and of 
crimes. Could fuch a Governrtient be ftable? Every leffon of 
hiftory, every principle of nvorality, taught that it could not. 
Cruelty might beget offences, and offences cruelty, for a feafon ; but 
the period muft foon anive, when the whole nefarious fyftem mud 
be precipitated into that ruin to which its principles and its pradiice 
inevitably tended. On the Qbje6t of the war, the language of Mi- 
nifters had been always uniform — that it was a war for fecurity ; 
not undertaken .until we were attacked ; and that oUr only fecurity 
was the deflruftion of that fyftem which had brought us into danger. 
A noble Marquis (Lanfdowne) admitted that we had obtained glo- 
rious coiiquefls ; but what was the eflFed of thefe on the noble Mar- 
quis's mind } A defire to feparate the glory of the officers who 
commanded from that of the Government who employed them. 
He knew not what the feelings of the noble Marquis might be ; but 
Miniflers would never feparate from their own, the caufe of officers 
who had ftept forward with zeal in the fervice of their country, and 
on whofe ability and valour no man would bcflow warmer praife 
than he. Notwithftanding our very great fucceffes in Afia, the 
Weft Indies, and more particularly on that part of the Continent 
which was the grand theatre of the war, attempts had been made 
to imprefs the Public with ideas of defpondency, as if we and oui; 
allies were unequal to the contefl in which we were engaged. Every 
fucceeding event, however, ferved more and more to prove the con- 
trary. But were he one of thofe who thought mofl humbly of our 
power and our refources, as a lover of order, religion, and govern-^ 
ment, inf^ead of fubmitting to the enemy, he would wifh for ^ lafl 
defperate effort to exterminate a fyftem fo pregnant with mifery and. 
ruin.; 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, the noble Lord had tri- 
umphantly declined attempting to anfwer arguments as completely 
anfwered before, which one noble Lord had faid he would not enter 
into, and another noble Lord had faid he would not touch upon^ 
becaufe his noble friend had left nothing to fay. If the breach of 
the fi^:ft folemn treaty with the King of PrufTia, in July, 1793, 
was adduced to fhew there was no confidence to be placed in any 
future treaty, the anfwer was ready — namely, the French nation 
was irreligious, immoral, and dangerous to fociety. This was the 
anfwer to all the other truths, which Adminiftration themfelves 
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were 'Obliged, although "fehidairtly, to acknowledge. The noble 
Lord mi^ht indulge his triumph, but on one point he fiiould ncv^t 
difplay hi& eloquence in th^ Holtfe, without peceiving an anfwer. 
The noble £x>^ had mentioned his ^prefllons of dcteftatioft of the 
prefent French Government, in a manner to convey an idea that he 
wifhed to withhold thofe expreffions. What authority had the noble 
Lord to furmife that he was not as fincere as himfclf in what he 
faid on that fubjeft ? Were fuch infinuations thrown out to counte- 
nance the calumnies which his lower hirelings were daily circu- 
lating— 

The Marquis TOWNSHEND fpoke to order. Such expref- 
iions, applied to any Member of that Houfe, were unwarrantable. 

The Ear^ of LAUDERDALE faid, he fhould be extremely 
forry if the w6rds he had ufed could be undcrftood as meant to be 
applied to any Member of that Houfe ; but he was not diforderly 
in faying that MijViftcrs employed hirelings, or at leaft, if he was, 
he had to plead the example of much ftrongcr language held in that 
Houfe on many former occafions. It was impofTible to fuppofe that 
he: could mean to fay that any Member of that Houfe was fo cm- 
ploy^. No noble Lord in that Houfe, or out of it, fliould dare 
to calumniate him with( ut the proper animadvcrfion. His mean- 
ing was, and could only be, that ^nfmuations thrown out in that 
Houfe, if not immediately repelled, might give a colour to calum- 
nies diffeminatcd elfe where. That Adminiftration had hirelings 
out of the Houfe, he was not lingular in believing, and every day 
furnished fufficient reafon to encourage that belief. The noble 
Lord had made ufe of one argument as extraordinary as unexpected 
from fuch a quarter. He had faid that it was wife to make ot1j5 
defperate effort. This was defperate language from Miniftcrs, and 
they ought well to confider whether or not the public ear was yet 
attuned to it. Would they, who ought to be the laft to undervalue 
the refources of the country^ put our all on the hazard of one def- 
perate effort f . 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, it was almoft unneccfTarv for him to 
explain that what he had faid amounted only to this, that all the 
arguments of noble Lords againft the prefent meafure wxre founded 
on a fuppofition that the refources of the country were on the point 
of being exhaufted ; a fuppofition which he by no means admitted to 
be true ; but taking it even on their reprefcntation, ftill it would be 
more becoming the charafter of Engliflimen to make one defperate 
effort, than to lie down and die. When he turned his view to the 
Eaft or Weft Indies, and more efpcci ally to what had been atchiev- 
cd by the valour of the illuftrious Prince who commanded our ar- 
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inles in the more iitiportant the^trdx)f Ae war, he fiw much ground 
for hppe, but none for defpair. It jyas not, he faid, probable, at a" 
tnomjent when fuccefs crowned our arms in the Eaft and in the 
Weft, when daily advices were arriving from that illuftrious Prince 
who had the care of our affairs on the Continent, of his bri^^nt 
fuccefles, that he fliould have made fo deplorable a ftatemej 
that this was our lafl hope, or our laft effort. 
The Houfe then divided, 

Contents - - *■ 75, 

Proxies - - • 24 — 99 

Non Contents - - - -6 
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Majority. .93. 

. The Lords with white ftaves were ordered to ^ait upon His Ma« 

jefty, to know when he Would receive the addrefs. 

The Houfe adjourned, " . • 

*■* ' ' . 

Thurjdayy \Ji May. 

The farther examination of evidence on the African flavc trade, 
which flood for this day, was, on the motion of his Royal High- 
nefs the Duke of Clarence, poftponed till Tuefday next. 

The Houfe adjourned, 

Friday, 2(1 May. 

The order of the day being read, fot the fecond reading of the 
byi for prohibiting the exportation of flaves in Britifh bottoms to fo- 
reign Weft- India iflands, 

* Lord ABINGDON faid, I rife to trouble your Lordfhips with 
a few obfervations in pppofition to the principles of this bill, pur- 
porting to be, as it is, " a bill for abolifhing the trade carried on 
** for fupplying foreign territories with flaves." 

And having already, upon a former occafion, incontrovertibly 
fhewn and demonftratively proved to your lordfhips, beyond the 
reach even of fophiftry to difpute, or argument to deny, that this 
propofition, namely, that for the abolition of the ftave trade, is a 
^ French propofition ; that it is grounded in and founded upon French 
principles ; that it means neither more nor lefs, * nor other, than 
Liberty and Equality ; that it has Thomas t^aine's Rights of Man for 
its chief and beft fupport ; that its origin in this country, I mean its 
parliamentary origin, was in confequence of correfpondences held by 
individual Members of Parliament here with individuals of the 
Iblational Convention of France, and by the intcrcourfe of exifting 
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clubs in both' countries ; rivsit by being carried into efFedi in France 
(whilft we zreparipaffu following the fame fyftem and example,) it 
has hkd in the colonies of France all the direful efFeds deducible out 
of, and neceffarily flowing from, fuch principles, namely^ thofe or 
fubordination, anarchy, confufion, murder, havock, devartation^ 
-and ruin — I fay, my Lords, having laid thefe plain truths, before 
your Lordftiips, it is not my defign here to prcfs this ground of ob- 
jc6Hon any farther ; and yet before I leave this topic of argument^ 
may I be permitted to appeal to the Houfe— may I be allowed to 
addrefs myfelf to the Right Reverend Bench of Bilhops, and in par- 
ticular to the Right Reverend Prelate whofe mind has been fo rea- 
Idily made up upon this occafion, and to aflc him, whether he has 
ever ^crioufly applied thefe confiderations to this fubje6l, and has 
viewed it in the light in which it is here placed ^ And if he has,. 
will he fay, that he does not find in it that fpirit of novelty and in-' 
novation which are the charaSeriftic marks of tlie prefent times ? 
Will he fay, that he does not fee a ftrong affinity and relationftiip 
between this propofition for the abolition of the flave trade, and 
thofe other propofitions of reform which the new philofophy of the 
age are. now fo loudly calling out for ? Docs he believe from hid 
heart, that the. freedom of negroes in Africa and the Weft Indies is 
the real motive of this propofition, and that there are not other rea- 
fons lefs remote and much nigh^r home upon which it has its foun-^ 
dation and bottom ? In a word, cannot the Right Reverend Pre^ 
late, with his microfcopic eye (for, as a man of fcience, a microfcopic 
eye he muft have,) perceive in this propofition feeds of other aboli- 
tions diflFcrent and diftindt from that which it profeffes, and which 
may not fooner or later grow up to the downfall even of that very 
Bench on which he and his brethren now fit fo much at their eafe in 
this Houfe ? But here I leave thefe reflexions to that confidera- 
tion of them which their importance might feem to require* And 
now the next ground of objection to the principle of this bill is of A 
more immediate and direct nature, nor by inference, nor by inuendo^ 
nor by deduftion of argument, but drily, plainly, fimply and une- 
quivocally this — that it is in open violation and avowed fubverfion 
of one of the three leading and fundamental principles of the Confti- 
tution of this country. What thefe principles are, every body 
£nows, or at leaft ought to know, though I fear they are not fo 
well underftood or attended to as they ought to be. True it is> 
that the Cqnftltution of this country- is, as it is faid, in ore omnium^ 
but more truly in mente nullius \ talked of by all, but in the under- 
ftanding of none« Biit be this as it may, the Conftitution is ftill 
d^e famc^' and^ thefe its leading' and fundamental principles, being 
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<* the right of perfonal fecurity, the right of perfonal liberty, and 
** the right of private p^opert5^" I fay, that this propofition for 
the abolition of the flave trade is in open violation and avowed fub* 
vcrfion of one of thefe three fundamental principles, nansely, that 
of the right of private jTopci:ty ; a. right fo facred, that as a late ve- 
nerable r-^nd k:arned law Lord of this Houfe once affirmed of the re- 
prefentation of this country, that there was not a blade of grais in it 
that was not reprefcnt'yJ ; fp, with the fame emphatic troth, may 
it be here faid, that there is not a blade of grafs in or out of this 
country appertaining to it that is not the immediate fubjcd of the 
inviolability of this right. And yet, what is the propofition f 
Under this conftitutional right of this country, .70,000,000!. of 
private property vefted in the Weft-Indies alone, not to fpeak of i 
the immenfc profit of the trade itfelf, fandlioned in its ufe and enjoy- | 
ment for a period of two hundred and thirty odd years, and thus | 
fupported by the prefcriptive right of the common law of the land, ! 
and not only fupported by the prefcriptive right of the commofl law j 
of the land, but guaranteed by divers and repeated a(5s of Parlia- I 
fnent, is, what ? is now, by a few (illy words in a filly aft of 
Parliament, not only to be vi{>lated, but to be put to the rifk and 
hazard of totol annihilation and deftruflion. And for what ? will 
any body fpeak out and tell me r Is it to obtain the votes and inte- 
rcfl: of any defer iption of men in this countrj^ in order to fecure the 
feats of individual Members in another Houfe of Parliament ? Is 
diisj;)offible ? But if it be, what do the owners of this property 
iay, what does the Conftitution fay, what muft the nation at large 
even fay ? All fufFcrcrs in degi^ee, muft they not fay, ^s tiie 
frogs did to the fctiool-boys in the fable, who were pelting them ^ 
with ftones, " this \$ fporx to you, my boys, but remember it is 
** death to us." But be the caufe what it may, is it an adlof juf- 
tice? Who will fayfo? Why then it is^an a6t of injufticc. 
And (hall this Houfe (the dernier refort of juftice) iandify an a<& of 
injuftice ? But if it did, what is to be tlie compenfation t What 
the qui J pro quo P Is it reftitution, or reparation for the damage to 
be fuftained ? No, no, no fuch thing. What then ? Is it any 
thing foUd or fubftantial r Not that either ; but it is a non-entity ; 
it is that which the Metaphyficans call an ers rationts^ a mere ab- 
ftra<a term in moral philofophy called humanity^ and which, vi 
terminiy is to balance the whole of this great and enormous account. 
But here^ain, leaving thefe reflexions to your Lordfliips* ccmfidc- 
ration, I (hall now ftate one other obje6tion, and one objeflion 
only ; and that is not to the principle of the biJl, but to the bill it- 
felf ; and that in a few words, and which objedlion is this, that 
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of all (he indecent Mils that ever were brought up to this Houfc, 
this appears to me to be the moft indecent : for what is the cafe ? 
The refolution of your Lordfliips upon this burfinefs, I think, is in 
Ifaefe words : 

<< Ordered, 

** This Houie do forthwith proceed to inquire into the prefent 
ftatc of the trade to Africa, and particularly the trade in flaves ; 
and alfo into the nature, extent and importance of the fugar, coffee 
and cotton trade, and intp the general ftate and condition of the 
Weft-India iflands,^ and the means of improving the fame/* 

And now, what is this bill P In total difregard of this refolution, 
pending the inquiry that has been inftitutcd, before that inquiry is 
one-half finifhed, and of courfe before all your Lordfhips' minds at 
leaft are made up upon this very queftion, here comes a bill antici- 
pating our deliberations, and calling upon us to do that which at be(^ 
bur judgements are not ripe to perform. Now, my Lords, what 
motive the other Houfe of Parliament might have for this proce- 
dure, it is unneccffary for me to inquire into ; but this I know, 
that they have no right to diSate to us. Let them mind their own 
huiinefs, and we will take care of ours ; and in the rejeflion of 
this bill, which I (hall cordially do, be it remembered, that this 
will not be the firft time, even within my memory, that this coun- 
try and this Conftitution have been faved by this Houfe from the 
jralh and intertiperate meafures of the other. 

Lord GREN VILLE differed with the noble Earl, and held the 
fame opinion he had always given on this fubjeft. On the prefent 
bill he would fay a few words, before he made the motion widi 
which he meant to conclude. He vindicated the proceedings of the 
Houfe of Commons ; and thinking the abolition of the (lave trade 
a fubjeft of the utmoft importance, he allowed tliat every neceffary 
inquiry (hould be made on it ; and at the fame time not as a mat- 
ter of expediency or humanity, but a duty on that Houfe. He 
thought that inquiry ought to \^e as eagerly and fpe edily gone into 
as poflfible, that their Lordfhips miglit have it in their power to 
come to a final decifion upon it. The object of the prefent bill 
went only to a partial remedy in a particular branch of the trade, 
fo that whatever way it was decided, it would have litde or no ef- 
fe& in ultimately determining the queflion of abolition ; therefore, 
hoping and wifhing that the progrefs of the inquiry in future might 
not be fo much retarded as it had been, and willing at the fame 
time that every neceffary information might be received, he would 
move, " That the fecond reading of this bill be poftponed till that 
day three months." 
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The Bifhop of ROCHESTER agreed vfjf^ the noble Secrctaiy 
of State ; but left he fhould be accufed of inconfiftency, thought it 
his duty to fay fomething before he gave his vote in the way he meant 
to do. His reafon for not particularly objeding to the bill, and for 
agreeing with the prefent motion, was, that it only aflFe£kd the fo- 
reign carrying trade, and therefore from the difference between the 
ftate of the Weft- India iflands now, and before the war, it would 
prove nugatory. The ifland of St. Domingo, particularly, was 
now in the hands of the Spaniards and Britifti only ; fo if it was in- 
tended to evade this bill, it would only be neceffaiy to land the 
(laves on the parts of the iflands in our own hands, and thus the 
bill would have no efFeft. 

The Duke of CLARENCE made a (hort fpeech in favour of the 
motion, and ftated generally his objections to the abolition of the 
flave trade. , 

Earl STANHOPE replied to tlie noble Lords who had preceded 
him, accufing each of inconfiftency by the arguments they had ufed 
that day, when compared to their former opinions declared in that 
Houfe. 1 ' 

The Bifliop of Rochefter, Lord Grenville, and\ the Earl of 
Abingdon, faid each a few words in reply; 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE made an animated fpeech agauift 
•the motion. He contended ftrongly that the Secretary of State, and 
the reverend Prelate were converts from their former opinions^ 
without giving any argument or ftating any ground for this fudden 
change. He trufted, as on this occafion, fo they would on the ge- 
neral queftion, become converts, and fee the impropriety of abo- 
lifliing a trade in which the property of fo many was engaged to 
fuch an extent, legally, and with' the fandlion of Parliament, for fo 
long a period. 

The queftion being put, there appeared, for the motion. 
Contents, 45 ; Not contents, 4. Majority^ 41.. 

The order being read for the Houfe to go into a Committee on 
Howard's Divorce bill, 

The Duke of BEDFORD faid, that before going into the Com- 
mittee, he wiflied to addrefs their Lordftiips for a few minutes.— 
Since the laft night when this bill was under difcuflion, he had au- 
thority from Lady Elizabeth Bellafyfe and her friends to ftate, that 
it was not her wifli to accept of fo much as the Houfe in their wif- 
dpm had been pleafed to grant her, by a claufe of the bill which he 
had moved. The claufe was, that the lady be allowed 7000I. and 
an annuity of 2501. She wifhed to decline the annuity, and trufted 
their Lordfliips would allow the 7000I. to be paid her, chargeable 
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only with fuch debts as (he' may have contracted fince the 24th of 
July laft. It was therefore his intention in the Committee to pro- 
pofe a claufe to this effedt. Before he fat down, he was happy in 
having the bpportunity of fo full an attendance to declare, that in 
every thing connefted with this, bill, where he had taken any part 
or fpoken, he never had meant, but ftudioufly avoided every thing 
that could poflibly be conftrued into' any infinuation or allufion in 
the leaft refledling upon Mr. Howard, becaufe he knew that none 
fuch could be juftified by that honourable gentleman's conduct. 
. The Houfe then refolved into a Committee, the Earl of Suffolk 
in the chair. 

The Duke of Bedford brought up his claufe. 

The Duke of NORFOLK faid, that the claufe propofed for 
this allowance to the lady on a former night was at a late hour. — 
He uhderftocki the judgement of the Houfe to have proceeded upon 
the noble Duke's having dated that this was an extraordinary cafe, 
and for that reafon entitled to the indulgence of the Houfe. This 
he conceived to be injuftice to Mr. Howard, and more particularly 
becaufe not only in that Houfe, but in the world at large, an idea 
had gone abroad that the marriage was contrafted againft the lady's 
confcnt and inclination, and this with the knowledge of Mr. Howard. 
If he could have been guilty of any thing fo improper and cruel, 
he certainly merited the misfortunes he had met with ; but, in his 
vincfication, he could prove to the Committee, from documents in 
his hands, that this was not true. 

Lord AUCKLAND fpokc to order ; he conceived that the two 
noble Dukes were likely to get Into a difcuflion of family differ- 
ences ; and thought it fo extremely indelicate, that if the noble Duke 
perfifted in wiftiing to read letters which he had alluded to, he muft 
move to clear the Houfe ; he likewife muft fay, that though entirely 
unacquainted with all the parties, he had paid conftant and parti- 
cular attention to this unfortunate affair, and could not throughout 
find that any implication of blame had been laid to Mr. Howard's 
charge. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR fpoke to the fame effeft, and 
recommended it to the noble Duke not to read the letters. 

The Duke of NORFOLK faid, he meant to oppofe the claufe, 
and therefore it was neceffary to vindicate Mr. Howard, becaufe 
die allowance propofed had been acceded to by the Houfe upon the- 
grounds he had ftated before. He could not fee fo much indelicacy 
in reading to their Lordfhips, evidence that had been brought for- 
ward in an open .Court of Law, and given in public reports after- 
wards y and when a man's property was to be taken from him with- 
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out his confent, it was certainlj: un£air no^ to aUow his vlndkatioif 
to be heard. He was proceeding to ftate fome particulars about the 
lady's fortune, and to read the letters, when 

Lord AUCKLAND thought all fathers of families felt the fame 
delicacy as he did in . fuch cafes as this, and moved, " that the 
Houfe be clearedj' Strangers were not re-admitted. 

The bill went through the Committee, and was ordered to be 
rtad a third time. 

The emigrant corps bill was read a fecond time ; and, upon a 
motion that it be committed on Monday next, Earl Stanhope oppo- 
fed the commitment. The Hoiife divided for committing, 
Contents, 24.; not contents, i. Majorhy, 23. 

TuefJay, ^th May. 

When their Lordftiips had returned from the trial of Warren 
Haftings, Efq. a melTage was fent to inform the Commons, that 
they would proceed farther in the trial to-morrow. 

Lord GRENVILLE moved the order of the day, for their 
Lordfliips to refolve into a Committee upon the emigrant corps 
bill. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE rofe, and madc-a few objcdioiw? 
to the indecent manner in which a bill of fo much importance had 
been hurried through the Houfe : for the prefent, he would content 
himfelf with making this obfervation, but w^uld referve himfelf to 
fpeak at large on the bill when he had heard Minifters deliver their 
fentiments, as he hoped, that in a point of fo much importance they 
would explain at large to the Houfe the principles upon which the 
bill was founded. 

Lord GRENVILLE replied, that the bill fpoke for itfelf, and 
required no arguments to fupport its jufticc, but thofe of which the 
nation at large were in full poffcffion already. The mcafure was 
not new, nor was there, in his opinion, any thing which required 
explanation ; their Lordfhips had tlie bill in print before them ; but 
if any noble Lord was of opinion that he faw any thing objedlionable 
in it, he was ready to explain it. 

The Earl of ALBEMARL^^, acknowledging the feeblenefs of 
his abilities, and how inadequate he was to the tafk of going through 
the claufes, yet thought it was his duty to give his reafons f<5r vot- 
ing againft the bill, as he intended to do. In the firft place, he 
coniidered the war in which we were engaged as an unjuft one on 
our part, and that the prefent bill, inftead of advancing us to the 
moft defirablc of all objects, peace, would remove us farther from 
it. To employ foreigners he held incompatible with the fpirit of 
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our Conftitution, cfpecially when thofe foreigners were to take an 
a<5live part in this kingdom. He faid, they were not to be depended 
upon^ and that it would add to the animofity of France, inafmuch 
as to urge them on to put to death every one of thofe armed emigrants 
thzt might fall into their hands. He condemned the claufe which 
made the exiftence of a foreign legion permanent in tliis country to 
the end of the war. The eyes of the country, his Lordftiip faid, 
began to be opened ; the people looked for peace, and, he trufted^ 
before it was too late, that the voice of the nation would compel His 
Majefty's Minifters to procure peace. For thefe reafons, his Lord- 
fliip, after apologizing for occupying fo much of the patience of the 
Houfe, declared, that he would vote againft the bill being com- 
mitted. 

Lord HAWKESBURY entered pretty much at large into the 
merits of the bill. He faid it was founded in juftice, and fupported 
by reafon. The perfons to be employed on this occafion were men 
who muft be true to the caufe in which they were engaged to fight, 
for their property and their happinefs were at ftake. He did not 
conceive that France would dare to put to death any emigrant enlifteJ 
in the Britifti fervice, and who had fled and not fubfcribed to the 
Jacobin Government of that diftradVed countr}\ If (he did, fhe 
muft know that retaliation would follow ; and from the number of 
prifoners in pofTeflion of the combined powers, the fcene of blood- 
ihed muft be great, and would lie at their door. He entertained 
no apprehenfion on this account ; and from all which he could col- 
le6t, it was pretty evident that when the people of France knew 
that the objc<ft of die prefent war was to deftroy the prefent Govern- 
ment of that nation, if a Government it could be called, there was 
very little doubt of numbers flying to the ftandard that was to annihi- 
late this horrid hydra of defpotifm. It might be faid, what fyftcm, 
if we were fuccefsful, was to be adopted ? The anfwer to this was 
a plain one, that which under the exifting circumftances of the 
cafe might be found moft prudent ; and he was proud to fay, a mo- 
narchical fyftem, properly modulated, was the beft. The prefent 
bill did not interfere with the Alien bill ; by the latter, emigrants 
were interdiftcd from approaching within ten miles of the fea coaft, 
and this was highly requifite, as amongft thofe who fought our pro- 
teftion there no doubt were a number of fpies and feditious perfons. 
By the emigrant corps bill, the troops thus raifed were under the 
military laws of this country, and interdicted, except on feme pref-^ 
fing occafion, to come farther into this country than five miles from 
the fea coaft. Their flation was to be at Guernfey or Jerfey, or on 
the Continent, as occafion might require. They were to receive 
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Bntifli pay, but there was no half pay to the officers. It was im- 
poflible, the noble Lord faid, for any fears to be entertained from 
a force that confided of only 5000 men, even if they were difpofed 
to ad hoftilely againft us. Upon the whole, he conceived that 
there never was a more fair, juft, equitable or conftitutional bill 
than the prefent. 

The Earl of THANET requefted the indulgence of the Houfe 
to make a few obfcrvations : he was furprifed that the principle of 
humanity was. urged in favotp: of a meafure, which he was convin- 
ced would lead to fcrocioufnefs and cruelty. By the principle of 
this bill His Majefty was empowered to enlift as many foreigners as 
he thought fit ; and it amazed him much, that the Commons, who 
held the purfe of the nation, fhould have acquiefced in fiich an. 
alarming meafure. It was now well underftood, that the allies, 
wiftied to reftore the old deteftable monarchy in that country, and 
we felecScd the agents of that defpotifm by this bW, for the purpofd 
of facilitating its reftoration. This was a ciicumftance that would 
render thefc unfortunate men abhorrent in the eyes of their country- 
men, and would excite that ferocity to which his noble friend had 
adverted. It would be attended with the certain deftrudlion of thofc 
wretched people, who had thrown themfelvcs upon our prote6lion. 
The bill, he contended, was an unconftitutional one, and extremely 
dangerous; for thefe very 5000 men might poffefs themfelves of 
the only fortified place in England, namely, Portfmouth, and be- 
come matters of all our fleet. He did expe<5l that His Majefty *s 
Mmifters would have the proper and refpecSful decency due to the 
Houfe, to have ftated the principles of the bill, and adduced thofc 
arguments which urged them to aciopt it : but not one word was faid 
from thofe who were the advifers of the meafure. It was therefore 

■ 

his intention to* vote pgainft it. 

Lord LAUDERDALE was concerned to hear the meafure dc- 
fended by Minifters on the narrow ground of its being a mere zA of 
charity. In whatever pqint h« viewed the bill it had his moft 
hearty negative. It had been now avowed, that the war was pro- 
fecuted for the purpofe of overturning the prefent exifting Govern- 
ment of France ; but the noble Lord declared, that Minifters had 
not fixed on giving the French any other in return : this, in his 
mind, was the moft extraordinary mode he had ever heard of pro- 
ducing order and tranquillity. Thus had Minifters, after repeatedly 
ihifting their grounds, now ventured to affert their fpecific objeft, 
which was equally Angular, ftrange, and abfurd, as all their former 
declarations. He was not furprifed to have heard the noble Lord 
(Hawkelbury) dwell upon the excellence of thefe troops, when he 
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recollected what had been affcrted on a formernight, that the Pruf- 
fian mercenaries were preferable to thofc of various petty German 
Princes, among whom there could be no harmony. But he was 
of opinion, that it would have been much better to have applied to 
the Continent for troops, rather than enlift thofe who muft excite 
animofity, and .prolong the war, if the French were even difpofcd 
for peace. His Lordfhip was of opinion, that thefe men coijld not 
confidently take the oath prefcribed, as many of them had taken 
the oath in France adminiftered by the Conftituent Affembly. He 
afked, did the noble Lord fuppofe that the converfation in the Houfe 
this night could have any cfFeA on the National Convention of 
France ? Who was there, could promife fecuiity to thofe unfortunate 
men, if taken prifoners ? As long as men were influenced by their 
pafliions and interefts, thofe men, many of whom compofed the 
Nobles of that country, could not hope for favour. Eveiy man 
who remained in France was in a better fituation, and had better 
profpedls than he had befC)re the revolution, and they muft look upon 
thofe emigrants with a jealous eye, of whofe lands they were in pof- 
feflion, if they attempted to engage in the war againft their countr)% 
There was another queftion deferving of confideration, which he by 
no means conceived an abftradl principle, and this was the fenti- 
ments our troops were likely to imbibe, by ferving in conjun6lion 
with men poflefling thofe defpotic principles fo repugnant to the 
feelings of freemen, and the liberties of Britons. Much had been 
faid in reprobation of France ; but Government Ihould refletSl, that 
It has had recourfe to clubs to fupport its own meafures ; and in the 
Alien bill, the French Finance bill, and others, they imitated the 
conduft of thofe whom they reprehend. For thefe reafons, he would 
ohjedl to the prefent bill; he would objeft to every meafure that 
makes war more ferocious than it is ; and he was convinced that 
the language of the noble Lord, which declared that Minifters had 
for their objedl, to overturn the prefent Government of France, was 
calculated to make that country ftill more unanimous than it was at 
prefent. 

Lord AUCKLAND defended the bill. He faid, that the na- 
ture of the war in which we were engaged, required that we fhould 
exert every means in our power in order to carry it on with vigour. 
The emigrants whom it was propofed to embody, had been driven 
out of their country by the perfecutions of the Government : they 
muft feci the utmoft anxiety for the re-eftabliflimejit of fomething 
like a regular Government. He was therefore much at a lofs to 
qonceive why we were not to make ufe of the afiiftance of thofe men 
in the \Var which w: were now carrying 0:1. It was hard that thefe' J 
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unfortunate nien fliould be fufpefted : their whole conduft, their 
eagernefs to take the field and redrefs their country's wrongs, ought, 
in his opinion, to have (kreened them from fuch imputations. He 
denied that the prefent meafure would add to the ferocioufnefs of 
war. All that this country pledged itfclf to was, to pull down the 
fyftem that prevails in France, for with refpedl to the obje6l of the 
war, he entirely agreed with the noble Lord (Hawkefbury,) that no 
fecurity could be obtained while fuch a Government as the prefent 
exifted in ttat country. This was a diftinft objeS ; but as to what 
was to follow, that was not a fubjeft at prefent before the Houfe, 
He reprobated the Convention ; and compared Roberfpierre to the 
mock Minifter in Gil Bias. 

The Earl of MANSFIELD maintained the juftice of the prefent 
war, and the prudence of the prefent meafure, as one of the means 
of carrying it on. He denied that it was to be found in any book 
of authority on the Law of Nations, that one country fhould not 
interfere with the internal Government of another, at a time when 
, they were at war, the more efpecially, as in this cafe, where the 
enemy had avowed a determination to deftroy yours. We had a 
right, in this cafe, to interfere with that country, to enter into the 
heart of it, and to give the enemy the deepcft wound. He defend- 
ed the prefent meafure as being conducive to this end, and likely to 
bring the war to a conclufion. He drew a pi6lure of France, as it 
was under its monarchical Government ; contrafted the happinefs and 
the liberty the people then enjoyed, with the defpotifm, anarchy, 
murder, and robbery that now defolated that country, and plunder- 
ed and maffacred its inhabitants. The Republican fyftem was faid 
to be with the confent of twenty-four millions of peoble ; but this 
carried falfehood on the face of it. If all confented to this new-fan- 
gled Conftitution, how did it happen that fuch numbers (hould be 
guillotined, and fo many imprifoned for difapproving of it ? Were 
the people of La Vendee among thofe fv\^enty-four millions ? Were 
the Toulonefe, and the inhabitants of various other provinces with- 
in that defcription? Thefc were idle affertions, and he could take 
upon him, from every exifting circumftance, to fay, fuch was the 
ftate of France at prefent, that when the Royal ftandard was pro- 
perly raifed, thoufands and thoufands would flock to it. He faid 
very little reliance was to be placed on the popular frenzy of the 
multitude there ; it was this day for Danton, the next for Roberfpierre ; 
and one Republican villain followed the other to the fcafibld. Here, 
he faid, he could not omit ftating what Anthony faid to the young 
Oftavius: "Young man, place no reliance on popularity, the voice 
of the multitude is changeable, it may be for you to day, and againft 
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you to morrow.** Thus it is in France. What is right this hour, 
id wrong the next, and the idol of Monday is guillotined on 
Tuefday. His Lordfhip gave a high charader of that Celebrated 
old man, M. de MaKherbes, lately put to death at the age of 74, 
a man whofe name was venerated, and on whofe charafter the breath 
of flander had nevef even whifpercd a reproach. Such were the • 
a<Sis of a fct of mifcreants, whofe caufe fome noble Lords efpoufed, 
a Convention of defpcradoes who threatened deftruftion to all civil 
Government. They were in their minds wild beafts, and if we 
could not tame, them, it was our intereft to hunt them down. . He 
concluded with a quotation from the opinion of Dumourier, figni- 
fying that if the other powers of Europe did not prevent France 
from eftabliihing a Republic, . they would be all in danger from its 
example. 

The Duke of BEDFORD declared, when he firft faw the bill, 
that he was furprifed at its principle, and aftonifhed at its contents. 
He, of courfe, fuppofed that fome Member of Admioiftration would 
explain to him the reafon why it was brought forward, and the ex* 
pedations they had formed of its fuccefs. The noble Lord who 
had fpoken laft did not proceed to defend the meafure, for that were 
a difficult taik, but contented himfelf, with animadverting on Rober- 
fpierre and the Convention. It was not, his Grace was aware, a 
meafure .of the noble lord's, but of Adminiftration; he thought 
they (hould explain their motives to the people and to their Lord- 
fhips. He was furprifed to hear the bill defended on the grounds 
of humanity, for he confidered it of the moft inhuman tendency. 
It would give rife to every thing fanguinary and cruel ; nothing 
would be left to be decided according to circumftances, but left our 
troops to be maffacred by the enemy, and no man could fee to what 
length retaliation might extend. For his part, his Grace faid, he 
forefaw, and was perfeftly convinced, that if thefe unfortunate men 
were taken prifoners, that they would inevitably be maffacred. 
Thefe unhappy men, his Grace obferved, were left no alternative, 
if they did not enlift, they could not (hew their face, or lift up their 
head in Society, for there was no medium between honour and dif- 
honour. Thus driven to diftradlion, fpeaking generally, he {hould 
not be furprifed if feveral were to a£t treacheroufly to thofe who had 
under the mafk of humanity, forced them to fight againft their coun- 
try. He conceived that it would have behoved 'Miniftcrs, and it 
would do more honour to the Briti(h name, to have provided for 
thefe unfortunate men in any other way, in preference to that dc- 
vifed in the prefent bill. Oppofition, he obferved, had been af- 
pcrfed by Miniftry ; they had cliarged them with accufing them of 


2S6 PARLIAMENTARY * A. 1794. 

changing, «ns circumftances required, their dcclaratipns of the caufes, 
that induced them to go to war. But the accufation againft Mini- 
fters, he pronounced juft. In the firft inftance, they had declared 
tliat it was a war of defence. They' next declared, that they did 
n^t intend to interfere with the internal Government of that country ; 
bat now their declared ohje(5l is to overturn the prefent exifting fy- 
ftcm. For his part, while he admired the ingenuity manifcfted by 
the noble Lords (Hawkefbury and Auckland) he could not fee the 
dilFerence between interfering and annihilating. If the attempt to 
annihilate was not to interfere,* it was a pitiful quibble which could 
not, in his mind, make the leaft impreflion on their Lordftiips. ^ 
It was a fair inference to be deduced from what had fallenfrom the 
fervants of His Majefty, that this fmall ifland, fmall, comparatively 
fpeaking, to France, was to exterminate t^venty-four millions of 
people, or elfc overturn their Government ; for Government it muft 
be pronounced, as it was accepted by the mijority of the people ; 
and, therefore, he did not conceive that any one man, or body of 
men in this countrj'^, fliould prefume to dicSate to a whole nation. 
He had heard it mentioned that if Roberfpierpc, for inftance, was 
dead or out of power, a great change might be looked for in the af- 
fairs of France ; he did not fall in with fuch expedtations ; they 
feemed to him hnmaterial ; he had too good an opinion of mankind 
in general, to think that one man was fo much fuperior to the reft, 
as to be able to didatc by his will and pleafure to millions, what 
of themfclves they did not approve, and that too in the conduft of 
a war in which they were all fo immediately and materially interefted. 
Something of that nature might happen, under the power of a Prince 
adting under hereditary rights and authorities, but could not be the 
Ciifc in a Republic fuch as France at prefent was. He could not 
have, he faid, the felicity of agreeing with Minifters on this mea- 
furc ; he could not approve of arming men to fight for the old odious 
defpotifm of France ; he could not agree to fend men to fight the 
battles of Ariftocracy in a country, where, if like men, they had 
remained, and not quitted their native foil, and deferted in the hour 
of trial their Sovereign, he might now have exifted. . He faw no 
great encouragement, from the condudl of thefe emigrants, to truft 
them much ; dicfe perfons might have fome inclination to betray 
us ; and, therefore, in that point of view, the bill was improper. 
He had heard th# French ahufed for their ferocioufnefs ; he owmed, 
that if that was true, he did not fee tlie wifdom of the prefent niea-» 
fure. It was true, that many adls of great barbarity were commit- 
ted in France; but to whom was this fcrodoufnefs to be attributed? 
To the French ; No. To their combined enemies, who had hunted 
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them like wil3 beafts, and had driven them, from ftagc after ftage^ 
to madnefs ; and he was forry to fay, that he had heard fpeechcs 
fully as ferocious and fanguinary as any in France ; for he had heard 
this war called a war of extermination ; this appeared to him to be 
as unwife as it was unjuft and inconfiderate. To fay that we were 
not the principal in this unhappy bufinefs were wrong, for we have 
eftablifhed ourfelves as fuch. Minifters avow it, though prudence 
fhould difclaim^it. He did not think that thcfe men were fit to af- 
fociate with* Britiih troops, whofe forocioufnefs againft thofe whom 
they deteft as ufurpers, muft tend to contaminate all aflbciation, 
and mould the charader and difpofition of .the Britifli foldiers after 
fo bad an example. At all events, they are improper pcrfons to 
employ againft France ; for how abfurd to fuppofe, that men will 
burn and deftroy thofe towns, which are the ornament of their 
country, and which they have been ufed to contemplate with pleafure, 
and widi pride. Arguing on general grounds, his Grace protefted^ 
that he thought they were not fit to be trufted with places of impor- 
tance, when tliey may have a profpedl of rcftoring themfelves to 
their fortunes, and conciliating their country, by betraying, at any 
rifque, the fituation in which they are placed by this bill ; to which 
he would, for thefe reafons, give his moft decided negative. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE reprobated this bill, as" well 
as the whole fyftem on which it was founded, in the fcvcreft terms. 
Ke maintained that the impolicy altogether was obvious, that the 
inhumanity was without example. Minifters afFed to fay that if 
any of thefe emigrants were taken and executed, we fhould retaliate 
and execute the prifoners we might take. He knew this to be what 
they dared not attempt : did they fuppofe that all the families in 
this country would hear for an inftant, of a praflice by which fo 
many of their branches would be facrificed ? if fuch a practice was 
to be attempted, Minifters would be dragged out of their beds at 
midnight. This had been talked of during the American war, 
and the efFeft of even that was quite enough to enabls us to fee the 
danger of attempting to adopt fuch a fyftem. He pointed out many 
of the evils to which the prcfent fyftem of carrying on the war 
had given rife, and many more that were likely to follow ; he 
thought that if there was any idea of bencfitiog the emigrants, we 
might, by one tenth of the expence that would attend the attempt of 
carrying this bill into effbdV, give them money enough to induce 
them to blefs us, and retire to America ; for a reftoration of their 
property was out of the queftion. He ridiculed the idea that the 
mafs of the people of France would, at any time wifli to return to, 
the feudal, tyrannical fyftem of the old Go^'emment, and repair to 
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the ftandard of the emigrants for that purpofe ; and yet without that 
junction nothing could be done under this bill, for wc had nothing 
here but the (kclctons of regiments formed of officers. Who could 
be expedled at this day to kneel to a proud and haughty ariflocracy, 
by which a worthy Member of fociety was to end his days in a dun- 
geon for killing a hare ? for that had been the ufc of the game laws 
under the old Government of France. He paid a vcrj' handfome 
compliment to the Duke of Bedford for the fpeech he had delivered 
on this occafion : more excellent fenfe, with lefs pretenfion and af- 
fefbition, he never witneffed. Having taken notice of the quota- 
tion of the Earl of Mansfield from Dumourier, and obfcrving that, 
although an able General, he was not a Prophet, he concluded that 
the war fljould be put a flop to in the moff fpeedy manner, as it 
began to introduce daily fcenes of mifery in the country, and 
that from its confequence, and the complaints he heard all around 
him, his own eftate and neighbourhood had become in a, manner 
irkfome. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON defended the policy of the mca- 
fure. He contended we were now fighting for our exiftejice as a 
Government ; for the terms propofed to us, was to relinquifti our 
Conftitution. When a propofition had been made for peace, the 
Rights of Man, as they were termed, had introduced every fpecies 
of barbarity, and deftroyed every thing which bore the form of or- 
der in France ; and the queftion now was, Whether we fhould 
,q)pofe the introdudion of that fyftem here t With regard to what 
the noble Marquis faid concerning the corhplaints he had heard in 
his own neighbourhood ; though lately there, he confeffed himfclf 
a ftrangcr to them, having never heard any complaint except from 
the noble Marquis, every one profefling an eager ddire ^o profecutc 
the war with zeal and firmnefs. He concluded with faying, that 
he had no fcruple in declaring, that, were he in the fituation of 
thofe unfortunate men who had fled from the execrable tyranny of 
thofe perfidious monfters, who iiad ufurped, through treafon, mur- 
der, and maffacre, the power and property of the State ; he, for 
one, would carry every feeling of rcfcntment into the field, and 
march with hollile arms againft the plunderers and parricides of his 
country. 

Earl STANHOPE took notice of the manner in which the 
grounds of the prefent war had from time to time been fhifted, fo 
that it was now impoffible to know what in reality was the objeft 
of it. He quoted the King's fpeech in January 1792, long after 
the Jacobin fyftem was triumphant in Prance, ftating that this 
couotrj had fuch affurance of tranquillity, as to make it advifablc 
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for us, not to increafe our naval and military cftablifliment, this, 
he maintained, proved that the Miniftcrs did not then fee the Ja- 
cobin fyftem fo dangerous, as fince they had affcdled to view it. 
He faid, he could not fit ftill and liftcn to the ridicule and con- 
tempt with which the rights of men had been treated. He affirhi- 
ed, and ever would, that there did exift certain rights In every 
country, to which the citizen had a juft and natural claim: the 
right of property, the right of induftry, and a freedom of opim'on. 
Thefe were the rights for which the French were ftruggling — rights 
which they now, in fomc meafure enjoyed, but which, under their 
old form of Government, had been totally unknown to them. In 
fupport of tills affertion, he faid, he would quote fadls as proofs ; 
a body of French had been taken prifoners, and on their way to 
prifon, happened to fee a little boy twirling on the end of a ftick a 
red cap. This objeft had prefentcd to their minds the tree of li- 
berty ; and, under this impreflfion, though in the hands of their 
enemy, with the alternative before them of being liberated if they 
would take up arms againft their country, in a fit of enthufiafm 
they all exclaimed " Long live the Republic." It was not with 
opiate draughts, nor ftrong liquors, but with the ardour that liberty 
infpires, that they fought for liberty and for their country. His- 
Lordfhip contrafted the fituation of the French under their new form 
of Government with that of their former, and infifted the latter was 
preferable. He took notice of the general declamation there had 
been employed, in dcfcribing the wretchednefs of the mafs of the 
people of France, and maintained that the whole of that defcrip- 
tion was falfc, for that he had reafon to be fatisfied, that the fron- 
tiers and a few iaternal places excepted, France, with Regard to the 
mafs of its people, was the happieft this time in Europe : it could 
not be otherwife, for the peafants paid no taxes, the expcnces of 
the war were borne by ariftocrats, defrayed out of the royal do- 
mains, and the property of the Clergy and the emigrants ; he 
wifhed the Houfe, therefore, to refled^ on the probability there was 
of any fucccfs attending a plan, the object of which was to reftore 
ariftocrats to their former poflTeflion. He then gave notice that to- 
morrow he (hould make his oppofition to this bill, upon his own 
grounds, for he was determined to oppofe it in every ftage. 

Lord GREN VILLE faid, that from the very able and eloquent 
manner in which his noble friends had treated the fubje<fl, he 
would not have troubled their Lordfliips if he had not felt himfelf 
preflingly called upon to anfwer fome very material points which 
had been much infifted upon in the courfe of the debate. And 
here, his Lordfhip faid, he could not but expre& the dcepcft con- 
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cem when he heard from a noble Duke (Bedford) who had juft 
fpoken, that EngUflimen were reprehenfiblc for thofe cruelties and 
atrocities which had been committed by the French. But his afto- 
nifhment was ftill more excited when he heard anything like a juf- 
tification of their conduct, from the noble Earl who had juft fat down. 
The tranfactions of Paris were of fuch a nature, from the firft great 
crime, through the various ftages of progreQive guilt and blood, 
as to ftain the annals of thefe days, and leave the moft horrible im- 
preflions upon the mind. The picture was ftill formidable to be- 
hold, and the tyranny the moft odious and oppreflive tliat ever af- 
fliifted human nature. So far from any degree of comparative hap- 
pinefs refulting from the contraft which the noble Earl had made, 
every thing loft upon the comparifon. The property,, the labour, 
the fwcat of the peafant's brow, was in rcqiyfition. Under this 
technical term of requifition, was concealed the moft fubtle and dan- 
gerous principle: a principle that went to plunder the property of 
the citizen, and deprive him of every poffible mode of redrefs. 
He had ho ftronger proofs to lay down, ftronger would not be re- 
quired, than the general ftatc of the country. The number of prir 
foners in Paris alone, was little fhort of eight thoufand. Rumour 
had doubled that number, and he had good reafon to believe it.— • 
It would be wafting their Lordfhips' time to, enter into the cata- 
logue of their enormities ; one . circumftance he would mention ; 
becaufe of many, it was a well-authenticated faft : It was the ap- 
plication of the torture to an unhappy citizen and his family to 
compel the difclofure of his property and efFe£ts ! and this was an 
ad of authority-^an aft of the Agent of the Commiflioncrs of the 
Convention ! 

Lord Grenville next anfwered the objeftions which were ftated 
agatnft the ^dmiflion of the French emigrants into Englifti pay, 
. for the purpofe of bearing arms againft their country, and the con- 
fequent treatment which, as traitors, they would receive. His 
Lordfhip faid he had no doubt, . notwithftanding all diat had been 
faid, but that it was a meafure full of humanity, expedi'int, and 
juft. He contended, that there was no danger apprehended from 
the affociation of our troops with thofe emigrants, that they would 
fuffer any contamination in their principles, becaufe the meaneft 
ranks in our army had too much good fenfe and information, to fee 
the bleflings of the Conftitutiori under which they live, to be in- 
duced by any arts, to prefer tyranny on tlie one hand, or demo- 
cracy (Ml the other. That any conftitutional danger could be ap-r 
prehended from 5000 Frenchmen being in arms in the kingdom at 
once, he conceived perfcdly ridiculous, as if it was poffiblp they 
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could overtfirow the whole internal force of the kingdom, and 
march from Portfmouth to the gates of London without interrup- 
tion. He contended that thofe French emigrants were the beft 
perfiims that could be employed for the attainment of the prefcnt 
obje6l of the war, and that thofe bad confequences apprehended, 
would not now follow from any difunion of fentiment amongft 
them ; as the enormities committed in France were fo great, had 
created but this one fentiment in every mind, that thofe defperate 
wretches who ufurped the power, at prefept, muft be fubdued.-*- 
He faid it was not the defirc of revenge that animated thefe men, 
it was a wiith to reftore tranquillity to their diffraded country.-— 
They were men of great and noble minds, which have been chaf- 
tifcd in the fchool of adverfity, and were not likely to entertain the 
diabolical paflion of revenge ; and it was highly illiberal to impute 
fiich a defire to them. It was their anxious hope to have the heal- 
ing balm of reconciliation poured into the bleeding wounds of their 
country, and not to widen them with die flaming fword of revenge. 
He had converfed with manv of thofe unfortunate exiles, and had 
formfed the beft opinions, both of their readinefs to take up arms, 
and of the benefits that were likely to arife from their union and 
exertions. 

The laft point on which his Lordfhip faid, he would engage 
their attention, was, in reply to the many arguments which had 
been adduced againft the right of one nation interfering with the 
internal Government of another. This he would wi(h to ftate 
with much caution and delicacy ; but as it was preffed upon him, 
he would not hefitate to fay, that it was a right which, on certain 
occafions, had been exercifed both by ancient and modem nations. 
Did not the hiftory of Rome exemplify this pra6tice ? Did not 
modem treaties confirm it ; Did not Queen Elizabeth interfere in 
the Government of the Netherlands and Holland ? And arc not 
the various guarantees which are entered into between the different 
States of Europe fo many interferences in the affairs of .other king- 
doms. But England^ wifliing to preferve neutrality and peace, 
had acquicfced in thofe fccncs which (he at firit had painfully beheld, 
until menaced openly by the Convention, and until that menace 
was carried into execution by the invafion of Holland. With re- 
fpefl to the conclufion of the war, he faid, he did not mean to 
contend that this country could never make peace with France as a 
Republic, provided it was a Republic which preferved' regularity at 
home, and afforded fecurity abroad ; but he faw little probability of 
fuch Government ever exifting in France ; but at all events, with 

fuch a' Government as the prefent, it was impoffible to make a 
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peace with any regard to the honour or the fecurity of this king- 
. donoy and he was ready to declare it as his opinion, that no demo- 
cratic form of government could give fecurity and liberty to twenty- 
four millions of people. . He concluded widi recapitulating all the 
arguments to prove that w»ith rcfpedl to all the powers now at war 
with France, the French had been nwft notorioufly and wintonly 
the aggreffors. 

The Duke of BEDFORD, in explanation, wiflicd that the 
noble Lord had given Icfs fcope to his eloquence as applied to the 
feelings of their Lordfliips, and given fomewhat more of argument 
in fupport of the bill. In civil wars, more cfpecially where the 
conteft w^as about opinions, atrocities on both fides were but tc3b 
common ; and he much feared that tke efFe£l of the bill would b& 
to increafe them in France, 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE faid, tliat as the noble Lord 
had not heard any arguments advanced againft the bill, he had un- 
neceffarily taken up much of their Lordfliips* time for nothing ; but 
fuppofed that his Lordfliip muft feel thofe points, when he endea- 
voured to anfwer thofe that bear on him, and that it required (bme 
little endeavour, on his part, to remove their effect. He did not 
think it probable that any thing that could now be faid could change 
the determination of thofe on either fide of the Houfe, or elfe he 
could with eafe refute every argument advanced by the noble Lord, 
who had fpoken of chronology, but confounded chronology every 
ftep he went. He faid ht had converfed with fome informed and 
impartial men, who had lately traverfed France from Lyons to Pa- 
ris, and from Paris to Bourdeaux, and they agreed in reprefenting 
the condition of the people, and the cultivation of the country, as 
far fuperior to what they were fix years ago. It was true that the 
laws for fixing the prices of commodities, and putting ia requifition 
whatever was wanted for defence againft the foreign enemy; were 
felt as hardfliips, but as hardfhips cheerfully fubmitted to ; becaufe 
the people thought them the means of fecuring their property and 
their liberty in future. He knew not to what extent the noble Lord 
had enlarged his notions of religion and liberty. For his own part, 
his education had been fo narrow as to make him look for religion 
in the Church of England, and for liberty in the Britifli Conftitu- 
tion. Nothing the noble Lord could advance, could make him 
furrcnder any part of the Conftitution, or to agree to the introdu£tion 
of a ftanding army, how fmall foever in number. He believed the 
noble Lord and his colleagues fiuditd a certain author, more than 
they quoted him (Machiavel), and feemcd to have adopted one prin- 
ciple which he lays down, ** that when a Prince wiflics to imro(Jui:c 
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any obnoxious xneafure, he fliould arm himfelf with power before- 
hand, to compel the confent of the people, if denied." He confefied^ 
I he faw with an eye of jealoufy, the introduftion of barracks and 
other meafures of a limilar nature. It was cruel to hold out that 
none of the French emigrants who were deftitute of every honour- 
able Reeling, could decline enrolling themfelves under the prefent 
bill. Many of diem, men of the bed qualities and the higheft ho- 
nour, might feel infuperable objedions to bearing arms •againA their 
country* He deprecated the idea of placing thofe unfortunate gen- 
tlemen in fuch a defperate lituation ; for whatever the noble Lord 
mi^t fay on the fubje£fc of retaliation, he was convinced, thofe un- 
fortunate men would be left to their fate if they Ihould fall into the 
hands of their countrymen ; for in the cartels with PruiTia and Au- 
ftria, they are found to include the emigrants in the cartel, and they 
were forced to give up die point i and he fuppofcd it would be the 
cafe in every other cartel. 
The Houfe divided. 

Contents 54; Not Contents 7. — Majority 47. 

Tuefdayy 6th May. 

On the order of the day being read, for the third reading of the 
Emigrant Corps bill. 

Earl STANHOPE arofe and faid, that it was his wifti not to 
detain their Lord(hips, but he could not fit filcnt, when he contem- 
plated what had fallen lad night from a noble Lord, that it was His 
Majcfty's Minifters* determination, to interfere with the internal 
Government of France — an interference the mod Angular he had 
ever heard, that of annihiladng the prefent exifting fyftem of Go- 
vernment. He would not, he faid, in the prefent inftance, travel 
oyer the fame ground, as to the interfering with die internal Go- 
vernment of France, that he had done, as that was a fubjedl on 
which he before employed a whole evenings difcufllon. He ex- 
prcffed his entire difapprobation to every part of this bill ; he had, 
he faid, read the preamble of it, every diftindt claufe of it ; he had 
heard the principle of it, and the objeS of it debated laft night ; 
he had digeded the whole, and in no one indance could he perceive 
it to be founded on either jud, legal, or politic grounds. He would, 
however, only fele<^ the objedions that had appeared Upon the &ce 
of it ; and fird he attacked the humanity of the bill, from the in<» 
formation he had coUeifted, and which he believed to be open to 
£veiy one ; he could date it as a fa£l, that the French, though not 
univerfally, yet generally dedroyed the emigrant prifoners who fell 
into their hands \ this was founded upon th&'laws of nadons \ but 
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as prejudice was always attached to whatever the French did, he 
would name any other country, fuch as Denmark or Sweden ^ wo«ild 
not the fuhjeSs of thofe countries taken piifoners be deftroyed f 
There were certain laws upon our fiatutc books which made it trea- 
fon for any man to enter into the pay of other nations ; yet, by 
this bill, we encourage that part of treafon in the emigrants ; was 
this the humanity of it ? Was it not delivering f^cfe unfortunate 
men to be guillotined like felons, or hung like dogs ? As for the re- 
taliation which the noble Secretary of State propofed lad night, was 
it fair, was it pra6ticable ? If in revenge for their murdering the 
emigrants that might become their prifoners, we coolly deftroyed 
their ofHcers and men who were taken prifoners here, would they 
not in their turn murder the brave ofEcers and men of this coun- 
try, which they had taken prifoners this war ? and could any nrian 
who had relatives or friends prifoners in France, think without 
fhuddering with terror for their fate ? and muft not every man tren»- 
ble for the brave foldiers in the fervice abroad, in a war carried on 
upon fuch horrid principles ? would it not extend the cruelties of 
war to a degree unknown in the annals of the world, and not to be 
believed at the end of the 1 8 th century ? At leaft, if the prefent 
bill muft pafs, let us endeavour to make fome provifion in this 
cafe, and try to avert the calamities that might refult to thofe enni- 
ployed in the fervice ; for they hs^d entered it with an expcftation 
that if they were taken prifoners, they would be well treated, as 
they had been at Toulon and elfewhere, and not be liable to be 
maffacred, as the fj^em of retaliation might fubjedt them to ; his 
Lordfhip faid, there was a fyftem to be found in an a6l that padcd 
this year, namely, the Mutiny Aft, of which he read the 78th 
feftion, by which no officer or officers are authorifcd to enlift the 
men, and to return to their countrjs without they were willing. 
His Lorddiip faid, he would move that this claufe he added to the 
prefent bill, but in doing fo, he wiihed to be under ftood not to agree 
with any part of the bill wh^itevcr. He then took up the firft vo- 
lume of Blackftone's Commentaries, with an intention to read to 
the Houfe that great lawyer's opinion on this fubjeft, when he was 
interrupted by 

Lord SYDNEY, who faid he was going to do what he had ne- 
ver done in either Houfe of Parliament : but as he clearly faw that 
the fpeech of the noble Earl was not intended for their Lordfhip8> 
but for the hearing of the perfons whom the noble Earl had him- 
felf introduced into the Houfe, he fliould move that the bar be 
cleared. 
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Lord GRENVILLE wifhed the perfms (hould not leave the 
bar with the wrong impreflion which die noble Lord's fpeech might 
have made upon their minds ; the Britifh foldiers were far from 
being expofed to the danger he had fuggefted, and which could only 
exift in fanguinary minds. His Lordfliip then commended the 
condudt and fpirit of the Briti(h troops, from whofe honour nothing 
was to be apprehended, and from whofe bravery every thii^ was 
to be expeded* 

Earl STANHOPE was proceeding, when the Houfe was ordered 
to be cleared. 

The bill was read a third time. 

Adjourned till Thurfday. 

Friday, gth May, to Thurfday, l ^th May, incluftvi. 
No debate. 

Friday, I dth May. 

Lord GRENVILLE rofe to move> that this Houfe do adjourni 
but that only till to-merrow, on account of bufinefs of very great 
importance, that would then be laid before the Houfe ; his Lordfhip 
(aid, that the regular hour for the Members of the Houfe to attend, 
was at ten o'clock, but that it had been cuftomary for public bufi- 
nefs not to come on till fome hours after noon ; and though the 
fummons did not mention any particular hour for attending, yet he 
hoped, that as it would be generally underftood, that bufinefs of 
very great importance would be laid before the Houfe, their Lordlhips 
would give their attendance at twelve o'clock. 

The Houfe was then ordered to be fummoned, and immediately 
adjourned. 

Saturday, 1 7 /A May. 

The order of the day for the Lords to be fummoned, having been 
read. 

Lord GRENVILLE rofe and prefented a meffage from His 
Majefty. The fame having been read. 

Lord GRENVILLE moved. That it be taken into confideratioa 
on Monday. 

The. Duke of GRAFTON attacked His Majefty 's Minifters, 
for bringing forward a mefiage from His Majefty, ftating that the 
country was in imminent danger, and poftponing the inveftigation 
of the meafure, which they meant to oppofe to that danger, for 
forty-eight hours. His Grace alluded to what had paflfed in the 
Houfe of Commons^ and thence by comparifon inferred that the 
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Miniders were deHcient in that rcfpeft ^nd attention which was due 
to the Houfe and to the dignity of {heir Lordftiips. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE purfued the fame topic, but 
carried it farther, by contending that as a communication had been* 
made to the other Houfe of Parliament, and they had acted upon 
it, merely to ftate the King's meifage, and not at the fame time to 
make the communication, was to degrade the dignity of the Houfe, 
by treating them as if they were fecondary, and fubilcrvient to the 
Houfe of Commons. The import of the meflage was important 
and prefling, the fooner, therefore, the Houfe knew and could pro- 
ceed to deliberate upon and difcufs it the better. 

Lord GRENVILLE rofe to juftify himfelf and the reft of His 
Majefty's Minifters from the imputation urged againft them by the 
noble Duke and the noble Earl. Far was it from their intentions 
to treat that Houfe unbecomingly, or with the fmalleft difrefpe^t, 
nor could he conceive, that on a fair confideration of the proceeding 
of that day, any fuch inference were warrantable. The noble 
Duke had argued, as if it had been univerfal, when a meffage was 
brought down from His Majefty, for a motion to be made for an 
addrefs of thanks for the fame, and that it (hould be followed up 
by another motion, to refolve that His Majefty's meffage fhould be 
taken into confideration the very next day of the Houfe *s meeting. 
If the noble Duke from fo long a fcclufion from parliamentary bu- 
finefs, had forgot what the practice of the Houfe was, it would not 
be amifs for the noble Duke to reconfider the fubjcdt, and govern 
his political conduft accordingly. The mode adopted that day ap- 
peared to him to have been rather calculated to avoid cenfure, than 
to provoke it. The fubftance of His Majefty's meflage was con- 
feffedly of the utmoft importance ; was it therefore a matter of 
blame in Minifters, that by the mode of proceeding adopted, they 
afibrded their Lordftiips time for deliberation ? Had the cafe been 
Otherwife, had they brought in the meffage, and fuddenly propofcd 
a meafure upon the fubje(ft,the Houfe with a much ftronger colour 
of reafon, might have complained of unneceffary precipitation and 
indecent hurry. The noble Earl had mentioned the meafure in 
agitation in another place, and had chofen to fuppofe that their 
Lordfliips were treated as the dependants of that Houfe, at leaft that 
Minifters meant to put them in that degrading fituation. The noble 
Earl well knew that no fuch thing was intended, and that it was 
impoffible, under the circumftances of the cafe, to aft otherwife than 
Minifters had done. The condu<9: of Minifters on the prefent oc- 
caiion was by no means unprecedented ; there was a precedent, and 
a very ftrong one, on their Lordfliips' Journals, in the year 1 72X> 
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in the reign of Geoi^ge I. when His MajeAy informed both Houfei 
of a confpiracy to overturn the Government (Layer's Plot), wh^n a 
bill was brought in to fufpend the Habeas Corpus Ad for one year^ 
and read a firil, fecond, and third time, and fent to the Commons 
in one day, and by them paffcd the next day* With regard to that 
Houfe regulating their proceedings by the proceedings of the other 
Houfe of Parliament, while fo good an underftanding continued be- 
tween the two Houfes as happily exifted at prefent, it was not at all 
extraordinar}'^, that the one Houfe fhould be in fome meafure ap- 
prifed of matters of an important and prefling nature in agitation in 
the other, and Ihould regulate their own proceedings accordingly. 

The Duke of GRAFTON faid, he was afraid he muft ftill dif- 
fer with the noble Lord about an effential point, viz. the Confti- 
tution of that Houfe. As long as the Houfe exifted — as long as 
the dignity of their Lordfhips remained, either in (hape or fubftancen 
he would Aand up in its fupport, in the face of their Lordihips, in 
his place as a Peer of Parliament ; and he would alfo maintain the 
fame argument to the people at lai^. He was obliged to the noble 
Lord for the advice he had been fo good as to give him refpeding 
his political condudl ; but he had long fince adopted the line of po- 
litics he thought it right to purfue, and he had no objection to meet 
the moft Scrupulous inquiry into his political conduct, from the firft 
momeat of his public life to the prefent hour. He ftill continued 
to think the communicating a meffage of fuch importance, and then 
delaying to follow it up with the notification of fome meafure which 
appeared to His Majefty's Minifters proper for the occalion, a dcr 
gradation of the dignity of their Lordftiips, and an infult (if he 
might be allowed to ufe fuch a word) to the Lcgiflature itfelf. It 
was well known that a fimilar meffage had been delivered to the 
other Houfe, which His Majefty had brought forward that day be- 
fore their LordOiips, and that a communication had been made upon 
it. Why was it not thought fit to make a fimilar communication 
to their Lordfhips ? The noble Secretary of State had argued, that, 
by moving that His Majefty's meffage be taken into confideration on 
Monday next, would afford time for deliberation. Deliberation on 
what ? The Houfe had heard His Majefty's meffage : that meffage 
informed them of the imminent danger. Upon what, therefore, 
were they to deliberate ? If Minifters had made the communication 
that had been made to the other Houfe, pr had propofed a meafure 
in the outline, which they meant to explain more fully on a future 
day, there would have been real and ferious ground for deliberation ; 
but to talk of deliberation, with nothing to deliberate upon, was ri- 
diculous and laughable. The Duke faid, he had long feen the dif- 
Vou XXXVIII. ^2 
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ficultjr of the moment coming on ; he afcribed it altc^ether to the 
pernicious councils of His Majefty's Minifters. He haS given it as 
his opinion in private and in public, wherever he was, and had men- 
tioned it as the inevitable confequence of the meafures fo ill-advif- 
edly purfued. The Duke added fome other pointed obfervations to 
fiipport his affertion that the prefent proceeding was inconfiftent witl^ 
tl.c refpeft due to their Lordftiips' dignity. 

Earl STANHOPE declared, that he (hould not be furprifed 
at ^Uiy atnxrioufnefs, at any treachery, . at any wickednefs "that could 
be attempted under the fandion of His Majefty's Minifters, after 
whdt he had lately fecn praftifed in this country. With regard to 
the prefent meafure, the ground and pretence for it was the moft 
*^ impudent humbug" that ever Minifters had the audacity to ftate. 
If his e^rs deceived him not. It was an inference neither fupported 
by logic!, by fair reafoning, or by truth of ccnclufion, drawn from 
a'miferable coUedHon of papers, moft of them pubiiftied two years 
ago. Thofe papers were written by a fet of men, honeft in their 
intention, though not rich, nor of high rank. They mi^t ftom 
defeft of education have been fomewhat '* inaccurate" in their ex- 
prefllons: [A laugh from Minifters] but their intentions were clearly 
legal, as their profefTed aim was to obtain ^a redrefs of grievances 
by legal means. That fuch was their objedi, was undeniable from 
their frequent ufe of the term " legal" in all their writings. That 
the meetings thcfe men had held, were not always confidered cri- 
minal, was obvious to every man who was at all acquainted with 
the public tranfsftions of the paft twenty years. During the Ame- 
rican war, a meeting had heen convened by public advertifement ; 
the name of which he cared not much about ; it might be deemed 
a Congrefs, a Meeting of Deputies, or a Convention ; but they af- 
fembled in the Council Chamber of Guildhall, where the Common 
Council ufually fat. A principal member of this meeting was a 
brother of the prefent noble Secretary of State, and there were many 
other gentlemen prefent of character and credit. The defign of the 
meeting was to deliberate on a reform of abufes, a redrefs of griev- 
ances, or a reform of Parliament. [Lord Grenville ihook his 
head.] ^ The Earl faid, he cared but little what noble Lords fhook 
their heads, when he was ftating a fa£t to which he was witncfs, as 
he was not aftiamedto fay that he was prefent with the other refpeft- 
able perfons he had alluded to at that legal meeting. Many perfons, 
his Lordftiip faid, of high rank and exalted ftation at this moment, 
had notorioufly taken the lead in endeavouring to procure a reform 
of l^arliament. Even the Minifter himfelf had taken pains to be 
drilfnguiftied as one of its advocates j aiid a noble Duke had, in that 
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Houicy propofed that every man in the kingdom (hoiild have a vote. 
After fuch perfpns had lent the weight of their characters, and thc^ 
full extent of their great abilities, to promote fuch a purpofe, was it 
to be wondered at that men of loiitrer. rank, of lefs ability, but not 
of lefs integrity, fliould have caught the flame, and attempted to 
tread in the fame footfteps ? If thefe humbler agitators of the quef- 
tion of reform in Parliament had zAed criminally, their {M'ouder 
predecefTors were equally criminal, and how hard a meafure of juf- 
tice was it to punifli the weak by the hands of the ftrong, who had 
been able to gratify their ambition, and poffefs themfelves of power ! 
•The prefent meafure of Minifters, his Lordfhip faid,. he confidered 
as neither more nor lefs than obtaining a power to eredl a Baftile in 
England, in order to immure every man who thought differently 
from Minifters, and had fpirit enough to affert and maintain his 
opinion publicly. He declared, that he had been guarded and cau- 
tioned without doors, againft faying anything that might bring him- 
felf into danger or difgrace, but in that Houfe he had faid, and as 
long as he was permitted to fpeak in it, he would fay what he thought, 
provided it was not contrary to the rules of the Houfe. Poffibly 
he might foon be baftiled, he would tlierefore fpeak out while he 
had permifTion to fpeak at all. He cared not what happened to 
him, for after the Conftitution was gone, felf-exiftence was of no 
confideration. He did not wifti to outlive tlie Conftitution a fingfe 
moment. If the Conftitution warranted fuch proceedings as had 
lately taken place, it was not .worth preferving. His Lordftiip took 
occaiion to advert to the circumftances tyi the war, and faid, if the 
news rumoured in town was true, the ftatc of our profpefts were 
deplorable indeed, and begged leave to be underftood as fpeaking 
from the authority of thofe who thought as Minifters did refpefting 
the war, and did not think with him, who had uniformly deprecated 
the war, as a moft fatal meafure for this country to undertake, if 
the news, fuch as report gave, were true, his Ix)rd(hip faid, it muft 
caft a gloom on the mind of every man, who had the intcreft of his 
country at heart, however fanguine his hopes might be of i^s prof- 
perous continuance, or its happy termination. He warned their 
Lordftiips of the danger of provokieg the temper of the people of 
this country too much ; he wifticd them to refleS on the diffatisfac- 
tion which the people muft feel at the mcafurcs which Adminiftra- 
tion were purfuing to.infpire terror into thofe who difapptoved of 
their condud. The ere fling a Baftile in this country might anfwer 
^e purpofe of confining a few, but rauft certainly irritate the gre^t 
mafs of the people. He warned them of the probable confequencc 
of fuch a xrcHidudt i he deftred them to reflet on the fteps that 


300 PARLIAMENTARY A. 1794. 

brought on (he Revolution in France, and on the prodigious efforts 

cf the people in Paris the day before the Baftile was taken, all of 

which arofe from the violent meafures of the Executive Government 

to filence popular damour. He faid, he was anxious to deliver his 

fentimehts freely and plainly, becaufe it might poffibly be the iaft 

opportunity he (hould have of doing fo in that Houfe ; he therefore 

jnuft declare, that men who would perfift in fuch meafures, deferved 

to have their heads brought to the blockr — and, if there was a people 

ftill in England, the event might turn out to be fo. As to himfelf, it 

JBvas not matter of, much confequcnce to him how they a6ted after 

this bill fliould pafs, for what were all confidcrations of property or 

pofleffions to a man wiftiing to be free, after he knew he was liable to 

be imprifoned for his opinion, and that at the difcretion of another, 

sJho was neither bound to bring him to a trial, nor aflign a rcafon 

for his corifinemcnt ? 

The Houfe adjourned. 

I 
Monday y i(jth May. 

Received from the Commons, the bill to empower His Majefty 
%o fccure and detain fuch perfons as he fhall fufpeft, &c. and alfo 
the Report of the Committee of the Houfe of Commons on the 
Papers of the Society for Conftitutional Information, and the Lon- 
don Correfponding Society, &c. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, the motion he had to make did not 
require any prefece from him, becaufe it was in exa6t conformity 
^o precedents to be found upon their Lordfhips' Journals : he fliould 
therefore only move, that the Report and the Papers be referred to 

a Committee of nine Lords, and that that Committee be a Secret 

•I " ■ 

pne. 

Thjere was another motion, which he did not intend to make 
this day, but merely to give notice of it for the firft day on which 
(here (hould be a full attendance of their Lordfliips. It was with 
the utmoft fatlsfaSion he informed their Lordfliips, that Miniftcrs 
Jiad this day received accounts informing them of the complete fuc- 
cefs of th^ expedition againft the French Weft-India Iflands. Un- 
der thefe eircumftances, he was fure their Lordfliips would unani* 
moufly poi)cur in rewarding thofe brave officers under whofe conduft 
that expedition had completely anfwered all its objefts*^— The reward 
he meant wa$ that which to Britifli officers is the higheft which can 
be given, viz. the approbation of their country ; he therefore wiflied 
to give notice, that ori the firft day on which there was a full at- 
tendance in the Houfe, he fliould move ttie thanks of the Houfe to 
fix Chvles Qrcy, Sir John Jervis, and tl^c othcf officers ftrvii? 
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in the Weft Indies, and to the foldiers and fallors aAIng under 
(hem. 

Earl STANHOPE {aid, that as to the papers being taken into 
confideration he could have no obje6lion. He remarked, that every 
noble Lord, who had read the newfpapers for feveral months back, 
was in poffeffion of the circumftances contained in the Report. He 
conceived, that the meafure deferved the deepeft and moft folemn 
inveftigation of their Lordftiips. He had heard the Report of the 
Houfe of Commons ; but he did not conceive that any thing con- 
tained in that, juftified the ftrong meafure of the fufpfenfion of the 
Habeas Corpus A&, The documents alluded to, confifted of certain 
printed papers,' and a book of which the Duke of Richmond ap- 
proved. That book had been already in circulation, and contained 
nothing more than what had' repeatedly appeared in print. It con- 
tained refolutions of which a noble Duke had approved. But there 
was in this bufinefs fomething extremely myfterious, and fuch as 
reminded him of a circumftance that occurred in another place— 
Weftminfter-hall. It was notorious on that occafion, that certain 
papers had appeared in that book which were not united with the 
others, as they were not fcwed together. On examination he found, 
that thofe leaves were not pierced with a needle ; but, on the fol- 
lowing day, when the bufinefs was again inveftigated, thofe leaves 
were really pierced, but fo as not to accord with the holes 'made in 
the other leaves of the book. This was a convincing proof that 
fuch leaves were introduced for bad purpofes, and had not the fem- 
blance even of a fhadow of truth. Now, it had been afferted, and 
not contradifted, that a Refolution of the Society for Conftitutional 
Information, which certainly ftood on their books, had been omitted 
by negligence^ he would not fay treachery. That matter remained 
unexplained ; he was therefore for an infpeftion of the book and pa- 
pers before the whole Houfe ; not a fijcret but an open examination 
before the whde public, the deluded people of England ; ihould his 
motion not be carried, the Committee would bear thi^ circumftance 
In their mind, and account to the Houfe for either thfe non-exiftence, 
or the want of hotice from the Committee of the Commons of that 
particular Refolution. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE congratulated the Houfe that 
they were at leaft not called upon to pafs fo important a law by 
three readings in a few hours, but that time was afForded to deli- 
berate on fo extraordinary a meafure. He gave his full and hearty 
concurrence In the vote of thanks to the great fervices rendered to 
this country by Sir Charles Grey and Sir John Jervis. His Lord- 
ihip faid| diat when the papers were fubmitted to the Houfe, it 
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Would be then time to fee how far they differed from the Report 
laid upon the table from the Commons. If it appeared, on exa- 
mination, that there was a variation of fadls, he thought that then 
would be the proper time to animadvert on the fubjeft. He faid, 
tiiat the cQndudi of Sir Charles Cjrey and Sir John Jervis were un- 
exampled in the annals of hiftory, their brilliant ferviccs were fuch 
as demanded the applaufe and admiration of their country, and they 
were fuch as to which he would moft cheerfully fubfcribe. 

Earl STANHOPE fpoke in explanation. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE rofe, and expreffed his great 
fatis&diion, on their Lordfhips being allowed ferther time to debate 
a fubjeft of that great importance^ as that of the fufpenfion of the 
Habeas Corpus Aft. When a bill was introduced for the annihila- 
tion of the liberties of Engliflimen, he applauded the caution ufed by 
His Majefty's Minifters, and was happy to perceive that theirhafti- 
nefs and impetuofity was foftened down, and therefore he gave them 
credit for their repentance. Whatever quarter this delay proceeded 
from, it deferved his applaufe ; and he trufted that he would not be 
^ccufed of partiality, when he coincided wjth the approbation be- 
ftowed fo juftly on thofe gallant officers, who acquitted themfelves 
with fo much credit at St. Lucia and Guadaloupe. 

The motion for. referring the. papers to a. Committee was then 
carried without a diyifion. Earl Stanhope alone oppofing it. 

The Duke of GRAFTON obferved, that the regular mode of 
proceeding was, when a meffage was delivered from His Majefty, 
to move a vote of thanks immediately. He was furprifed, he faid, 
to fee Minifters depart from this rule, and was of opinion that it 
ihould not be difpenfed with. He conceived that it was highly dif- 
refpe6tful not to vote an addrefs immediately to His Majefty. 

Lord GRENVILLE feid, he had deferred doing it;, until the 
Report on the papers were made, as it might then alfo contain their 
fentiments upon them : but, if any noble Lord thought the prefent 
was the moft refpeftful time, he had no objeftion to do it now. 

The Duke of GRAFTON faid, there were but very few exam- 
ples of delay to be found on the Journals. 

Lord GRENVILLE moved, '^ That an humble addrefs be pre- 
fented to His Majefty, to return to His Majefty the thanks of this 
Houfc for His gracious communication." 

Lord Grenville alfo moved, that a meflage fliould be fent to the 
Commons, to affure that Houfe of the pleafure their Lordftiips felt 
in a cordial correfpondence with them, and that the p?p3rs now 
fent, and all others, ihould be carefully returned when required. 

Ordered. 
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Tuffday^ 20th May* 

The Lords proceeded to ballot for a Secret Committee of niiw, 
when the following noble Peers were chofen : 

The Lord Chancellor,' Duke of Portland, Earl of Caernarvon, 
Lord Privy Seal, Earl of Hardwickc, Earl of Chatham, 

Dqke of Leeds, Earl of Carlifle, Earl of Mansfield. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Wednejdayy lift May. 

The Secret Committee prcfented the firft part of their Report on 
the papers communicated ~by the Commons. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE and Earl STANHOPE dated 
various objections to the mode of proceeding adopted on this occa- 
fion, which was defended by Membeis of the Committee. 

Ordered, That the Report be taken into confideration on Thurf- 
day, and that the Lords be fummoned. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Thurjdayy lid May. 

Lord GRENVILLE moved the order of the day. 

The Report of the Secret Committee, printed and fent up to 
dieir Lordfhips, by order of the Houfe, was then read. 

Lord GRENVILLE then moved. That the Report of the Com- 
mittee of nine of their Lordfhips, be then read, which was done. 
It ftated that the Committee of their Lordfhips had met, had com^ . 
pared the Report of the Committee of the Houfe of Commons with 
the papers which were fent with it, and had come to a reft)lution, 
that they were fatisfied, from looking at thefe papers, that a treafon- 
able confpiracy had been formed and a!fted upon, in different parts 
of this kingdom, for the fubverfion of the eflabliflicd laws and 
Conftitution of the kingdom, and for the introdudlion of/ that 
anarchy and confufion which fo fatally prevailed in France. That 
meafures have been taken for providing arms, of the mofl pernicious 
fort, for various perfons, for carrying on the purpofes for which 
they have confpired. The Committee had diredted a farther exami- 
nation into thefe circumflances, and they fubmitted whether it would 
be proper, that they fhould proceed to perufe thefe books and papers,, 
or leave it now to the zeal of their Lordfhips to come to an imme- 
diate meafure, thereby averting the calamities in which the farther 
progrefs of fuch a confpiracy may involve the nation. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, be had fome doubts as t6 
the ordbr of their Lordfhips* proceedings \ how far this Report was 
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correA and regular, and fuch as they could properly receive ; for 
the Report ftated nothii^ more than the opiAion of the Committee 
on certain points ; they ftated no fa£ts on which they grounded their 
opinions, nor did any thing appear on the face of the Report of their 
Lordfhips' Committee, that could furnifti their Lordfliips with any 
information. The papers brought up by the Commons w^ere to be 
returned, and their Lordfliips Could not have recourfe to them. He 
muft maintain that their Lordfliips' Committee had no power to 
^ report their opinion to the Houfe ; they fliould have related fa6b, 
and left the Houfe afterwards to form its own opinion. 

The Bifliop of ROCHESTER hinted that this was not fpeaking 
to order. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE obferved, that he was not to be 
difcompofed by the muttering of any man in that Houfe : he be- 
lieved that he Mras fpeaking ftridtly in order, becaufe he was flaring 
that the Report which their Lordfliips had juft heard read, was an 
irregular Report ; and he believed it would I'equire at leaft all the 
doquence of the learned Prelate, to prove that he was out of order, 
or that the Report was regular, and fuch as the Committee was 
charged to make.. He would fay again, that the Committee fliould 
have reported fadls to the Houfe, and not merely their opinion on 
fy&s ; for in the order by which the Committee was conftituted, it 
was not exprefled, as in fome cafes, " That they fliall report the 
fame, together with their opinions therjcon to the Houfe." 

The Bifliop of ROCHESTER fpoke to order ; he faid, that the 
Report of the Committee was regular, for that fince it was firft 
made, feveral refolutions of that Houfe had' been made upon it, 
and therefore it was out of order to objeft to the Report now ; 
his Lordfliip defired that the proceedings might be read, which 
being done. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that from all that had 
pafled, he was quite convinced that he was perfedtly in order, and 
that this was the very ftage for him to make his objedlion ; having 
made it, he left it to their Lordfliips to judge of it, and for them 
to fee whether they would be guilty of fuch a difrefped to them- 
ielves, as to proceed in a manner for which there was no precedent 
on their journals. The noble Secretary of State would have been 
regular, if he had moved that this Report be re-confidered. He 
muft again fay, let who would attempt to refute him, that this Re- 
port was not fuch as the Committee were empowered by the Houfe 
to make ; their Report fliould have related fads, whereas it con- 
lained nothing but matter of opinion. 

I/)rd GRENVILLE faid, he had rather have fuffercd the noble 
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Early who had juft fat down^ to proceed as far as he pleafed on the 
point of order in this ca(?, than interrupt him, bepaufe he was per* 
fuaded that points of this kind had better be allowed to pafs by, 
than to be ftrcnucnifly contended ; he faid this merely with reference 
to the general convenience of the Houfc, and not from any convic- 
tion that the noble Earl was right on the queftion of order ; on the 
contrary, he was ccmvinced the Report was ftriftly regular ; not 
Only fo, but he was clearly of opinion that the Committee had dif- 
thskx^d their duty in an able manner, and had reported an opinion 
on thefe papers, in which he trufted their Lordfliips would coincide ; 
but he fhould come now to that which appeared to him to be the 
moft important matter for their Lordihips' confideration. He rofc 
now in confequence of what their Lordihips had firft heard read, 
and of the notice he gave yefterday,. to call on them to confider 
whether they ought not now to proceed with all poflible expedition 
in the meafuce before them, which was a bill brought up to them 
from the Houfe of Commons, to enable His Majefty to fecure and 
detain fuch perfons as he (hall fufpe(ft of confpiring againft his per- 
fon and government. It had now in difFcrentifhapes been brought 
before their Lordfliips ; 6rft, by the meflage from the King ; fe- 
condly, by the communication from the Houfe of Commons ; and 
laftly, by a Committee of their own, that a plan and icoafpiracy 
aftually exifted for the purpofe of fubverting the laws, and annihi- 
lating the coQftitution of this kingdom. It was moreover afcer- 
tained, to the fatisfadion of their Lordfliips, that arms had been 
furni(hed, to carry into efkO. the wicked machinations of the So*- 
cieties to which the Report adverted. In fuch a iituation, the two 
branches of the Legidature had (hewn precedents, where the hands 
of the Executive Government were ftrengthened for the purpofe of 
defeating thofe who confpired againft the laws and the conflitution. 
Was he to clqfe his fpeech here, he was convinced, after their 
Lordfhips had heard the Report, that it were unneceffary for him 
to fay more to induce them to agree to the motion which he would 
have the honour of fubmitting to their confideration. The only 
queftion, in bis' mind, now was, whether their Lordihips would 
agree to a meafure that tended to enable the Executive Government 
to fecure to this country the bleflings of the conftitutioh'and itis laws, 
which were attacked ; for that purpofe, he woidd recommend to 
their Lordihips to pafs the bill now before them ; in doing which, 
they were doing nothing more than their anceftors did, and that, 
at the beft periods of our conflitution, at an aera when liberty was 
perfe£Uy underftood and pradlically defined. For it was at the time 
of the glorioiis Revolution itfelf, they had adopted the meafure now 
Votf XXXVIII. Rr 
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propofed on (lighter examination than that which had preceded the 
meafure now propofed to be adopted ; this would be apparent to their 
IyOrd(faips on reference to their journals ; it ?«rould appear that fuch 
9 bill as this had paflfed on a (imple oommunication from the Crowrii 
without dating any thing but a mere fiu3 of there being a confpi- 
racy, and without waiting for any proof of it ; buj: although that 
was the cafe, he felt in this inAance a defire to enter a little into die 
detail of fa61s, by way of infcwrmation to the Houfe. The affer-' 
^ion of the Houfe of Commons, in which their Lordftiips' Commit* 
tee had unaninioufly concurred, was, that they were fatisfied there 
was a defign now openly profeffed and afted upon, which aimed at 
nothing, lefs than what was ftated in His Majefty'i^ meiTage, a trai- 
torous confpiracy for the fubverdon of the edablKhed laws and con- 
Aitution of the kingdom, and to introduce a fyftem of anarchy and 
ponfufion, which had fatally prevailed in France ; and he was forry 
to fay that this had not been difcouraged ; on the contrary, it had 
been encouraged in many inftances, and that at a time when we 
were at war for the fupport and maintenance of every thing that 
yfz% dear to us, and to every ciyjlizcd nation in this world. From 
the firft moment thofe who brought on the revolutfon In France 
found themfelves firong enough to avow their real principles and 
deflgns, their mifchiovous fyfteip commenced, and they began to 
iliflurb this and other countries, under the name of refornr> j they 
had proceeded wifely, if wifdom could be faid ever to attend ini- 
quity ; they had proceeded to obtain the affiilance of the people ojF 
different countries, well knowing that tlicir fyftem could not be 
eftablifhed in their own, without fuch afliftance; and they found, 
as naturally they expelled to find, men of profligate morals and def^ 
pcrate fortunes in many places ready to enter into their views. Ac- 
cordingly, in the beginning of the year 1792, we found that a 
correfpondence was eftablifhed for the purpofe of dilTeminating prin- 
ciples utterly inoonfiftent w^th the ex^ftence of the conftitution of 
this country-— he would fay more, inconfiftept >rith the exiftence 
of any conftitutbn, or any form of Government in this world, 
where there was any law, morality, religion, or order. In this 
iituation, His Majefty had been advifed to warn his fubje£b of the 
pernicious tendency of fuch principles, aQd the diiTemination of 
tiiem ; accordingly, His Majefty iflfued his proctai^ation in May, 
J 792, on which the tvi'o Houfes of Parliament addrefTed His Ma- 
jefty, in becoming terms of aftedtion to his perfon and family, and 
inviolable attachment to the conftitution ; precifely at this period it 
was, when thefe Societies came forward for a purpofe to which it 
>^as extremely material for their Irordfhips to attend 9— ^they b(^ 
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their operations by endeavouring to corrupt the minds of the lower 
claffes of the Public, by difleminating pamphlets, containing the 
Whole of their fyftem : they paffed a refolution on the 1 8 th of May, 
1792, to diftribute a cheap edition of a book, entitled, " Rights 
of Man." Here was the foundation of that fyftem which had 
fincc ripened' into treafonable praftices by fubfequent proceedings, 
^hich were followed wp with incredible diligence and adlivity ; this 
was increafed by the fuccefs of Dumourier in the Low Countries, 
which demonftratcd the views of the parties,' as well as their ;i vowed 
concurrence widi the National Convention of France, which was 
manifefte^ by ^ addrefs prefented on behalf of thefe Societies to 
that Convention, and the anfwer to it, which was, that the Na- 
tional Convention applauded the fpiritof Britifh Republicans, and 
that they trufted the moment was not very diftant, but was faft ap- 
proaching, when a National Convention (hould be eftabliflied in 
England. His Lordfhip faid he was induced to look at firft on 
this as a wild, abfurd, fally of invention, widi -which the proceed- 
ings of that affembly feemed to teem ; but on looking at the fubfe- 
quent proceedings of the Englifli Republicans, he found it was onljr 
part of a fyftematic plan for the fubverfion of theconftitution of this 
(iountry : this would be as evident to their Lordfhips as it appeared 
to him, if they looked en the names of the perfons who had been 
admitted members of thefe focieties afterwards ; they were members 
of the Convention, who had, in the whole of their fpeeches and 
Conduct, been marked by the moft decided hoftility to the conftitu- 
tion of this' country ; and they had bmught us to the neceflity of 
arming againft them in our defence, and almoft at this very mo- 
ment, when we were arming for our own defence, and in fupport 
of our conftitution, thefe Societies made honorary members, and 
entered the fpeeches of thefe perfons in their books — the fpeeches of 
Barrere and St. Andre ; Roland was alfo admitted an honorary 
member. 

It was really with aftonifliment that he at firft read the fpeech of 
Barrere, in particular where he fiated that it was falfe that the people 
of England were adverfe to the proceedings of the Convention, 
which' brought on the oiurder of their King ; he allowed that fome 
individuals in this country had expreffcd fome difapprobation of thaf 
event, but infifted it was by no means the general feeling of the peo- 
ple of England. This was the fpeech which the Members of the fo^ 
ciety for Conftitutional Information were pleafed to applaud. Be- 
fides this, their Lordfhips would perceive in thefe focieties, a ftudi- 
ous imitation of the proceedings q{ the National Convention ; they 
adopted all their phrafes in fpcaking, and all Iheir forms in tranfa<fil- 
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ing bufincfs ; and it wa^ thus he maintained their fentiments to be 
iimilar to thofe of the National Convention. All this proved, to 
his mind, that their views were to familiarize the lower claffes of 
the people of this country to^thefe proceedings, in order to prepare 
them to come to a refolution for the deftrudHon of all rank, diftinc- " 
tion, and order in fociety ; every thing was to be fwallowed up in 
the Jacobinical term, Citizen. If he was {peaking to an affcmbly 
lefs enlightened than their Lordftiips were, he was confident he 
ihould have no difficulty in convincing them of the drift of all this ; 
but, what was ftill of more importance, their Lordfliips would fee 
there was not any one of the papers of thefe focieti^, contained in 
the Report, which did not contain, not implied but avowed, cx^ 
preflfed approbation of the principles of Government maintained in 
the National Convention of France — principles which their Lord- 
, Ihips well knew to be utterly fubverfive of all Government, and 
all order in fociety, and a direft attack on the Conftitution which 
we now enjoy ; and the perfons who concurred in thefe fentiments, 
diffeminated them with incredible induftry amongthe people of this 
country at large, and with more induftry among the lower orders 
than any other ; every fpeech that was feditious, every publication 
that was feditious was diffeminated among men who were the moft 
likely to be led by their pafiions, in hopes finally of introducing 
anarchy and confufion in this country; for this purpofe their Lord- 
fliips would find that they had carried on correfpondenccs in various 
parts, in almoft every confiderable manufeSuring town in the king- 
dom, and where fimilar refolutions had been entered into, in fhort 
they had proceeded with fanatical enthufiafm in the caufc of wicked- 
nefs ; they had at laft determined to call what they termed a Britifh 
Convention; in Oflober, 1793, they took meafures for this pur- 
pofe, and a Convention adhially met in December following, and 
they afterwards dared to cenfure the proceedings adopted with refpeft 
to thofe who were Members of that Convention, and to infult the 
Juftice of their country :, his Lordlhip then proceeded to read extra6ls 
from various parts of the Report, and maintained that in feveral 
parts of it opwi refiftance to the law was recommended, and that 
in no part waa tiiere any tiling evinced like a difpofition to apply to 
Parliament. In one part it was ftated, ** that the law ceafes to 
** be an objedi of obedience whenever it becomes an inftrument of 
' ** oppreffion." Then was fiated, as an inftance of this oppref- 
fion, the trials and punifliment of the Members of the Convention 
at Edinburgh, together with high panegyrics on the virtues of thefe 
individuals ; couple this with the fentence— " We fee with r^et, 
but we fee without fear, that the period is fail approaching when 
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the liberties of Britons muft depend, not upon reafon, to \¥hicli 
they have long appealed, nor on their powers of exprcffing if, but 
on their firm and undaunted refolution to oppofe tyranny by the 
fame means by which it is cxercifed." He would now alk any ho- 
neft man to lay his hand upon his heart, and fay inHlicther he did 
not really believe that the true fpirit of this fentimcnt was to iiKul* 
cate the dodlrine of difobedience to the exifting laws, and to repel 
by force, every attempt to enforce fuch laws. His Lordlhip then 
took notice of the account of the proceedings of the meeting of the 
London Correfponding Society, at the Globe Tavern, on the 20th 
of January, 1794, which he cenfured as a piece of extravagant 
licentioufnefs, which he would not offend their Lordftiips by reading. 
They then, he faid, proceeded to animadvert on Parliament in 
a ftrain too indecent for their Lordships to hear repeated ; and 
then they complained of the Adminiftration of Juftice in Scot- 
land and in Ireland. It was ftated — " If we look to Ireland, 
we find that acknowledged privilege of the pec^le, to meet for the 
^upport and proteftiori of their rights and liberties, is attempted by 
terrors, to be taken away by a late infamous zA of Parliament.** 
In Scotland — " The wicked hand of power has been impudently 
exerted, without even the wretched formality of an aft of Parlia^ 
ment." Here it was held out in one cafe, that an z& of Parlia- 
ment was an infamous a<5, and in the- other, that an aft of Parlia- 
ment, if thefe focieties fhould difapprove of it, was to be confider- 
^d as a wretched formality ; both tending to one point, namely, 
that the authority of either was to be refifted by open force. It was 
ftated indeed that they looked for a parliamentarj^ reform by legal 
means ; but was any man fimple enough to believe that they were 
fincere in this declaration ; on the contrary, was it not evident that 
the whole of their plan was to bring Parliament into contempt in 
the eyes of the Public ? He charged the authors pf thefe proceed- 
ings widi nothing lefs than an intention to introduce into this coun- 
try tl^ anarchy of France, and he would fay, that their defigns 
were not only criminal, but treafonable. Their objeft was not a 
parliamentary reform, but the deftruftion of our monarchy : the 
ileftruftion of that Houfe, and the deftruftion of the Houfe of Com- 
mons ; the fubverfion of all law, order, rank, diftinftion, pro- 
perty ; with nothing lefs than this did he charge the authors of thefe 
proceedings, and he would fay again thefe were treafonable pradlices.' 
To maintain this aifertion he need only to advert to fome paffages, 
in which they ftated, in the moft inflamed and treafonable terms, 
their views. It is afked by what mcatis fliall we feck redrefs ? 
** We anfwer, that men in a ftatc of civilized fociety, are bound 
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to feek rcdrcfs of grievances from the law8, as loftg as any redrefe 
can be obtained by the laws," (then followed a text from fcripture, 
which he would not repeat,) but the conclufion was, we muft have 
rcdrefs from out own laws, arid not from the laws of our plunder- 
ers, enemies and oppreffors : Here the people were told again, that 
all obligation to the laiws ceafed, for the Ho\ife$ of Parliament were 
filled with their plurfderers, enemies, and oppreffors. They then 
proceeded to create themfelves Into a Convention' fo fet Parliament 
afide altogether. Thefe were treaforiable adts, and flieir Lordfhips 
were no more to believe the profeffions of thefe men, that they orily 
w;(hed for a parliamentary reform, by legal meansj any more than 
the defence of a murderer iri d ctourt of juftice, if he (hould declare 
his intentions were good. His Lordfhip then' proceeded to take 
notice of the meeting at Chalk Farin, on which he animadverted 
feverely, and in the courfe of which he obfervedj that a little 
before this time, an opinion had been given in another place, irt 
which he concurred entirely, namely,' that if the law is not 
fufficient to fupprefs thefe proceedings it ought to be ftrcngthened^ 
as it muft be allowed, that many of thefe proceedings were had irf 
contempt of the eftabliftied laws of the country. He had no doubt 
whatever of thefe being treafonable praftices. He would nof, he ^ 
faid, difguft their Lordfhips by reading the refolutions entered into* 
at Chalk Farm, as they had heard them read by the Clerk at the 
table, they were fuch as evidently (hewed the violence and intention 
of this fociety. From thefe it was manifeft, that they, in the moft 
undifguifed manner, had exhorted the people to arm, .and that the 
occafion of their affembling, and the caufe for which they met, was 
not to be decided by Parliament, but by that illegal meeting- 
This, he contended, was calling on the people to rife in arms againft 
Parliament; it was endeavouring to alienate them ftom their alle- 
giance ; it was an avowal of treafonable purpofes, as exhorting the 
people to refift the laws. From a view of all thefe fafts, and from 
the general view of their proceedings, he was convinced that there 
cxifted a treafonable confpiracy, for the exprefs purpofe of fuperced- 
ing Parliament, anmhilating the Legiflature, and introducing guilt, 
anarchy, and confufion in the kingdom. This was the conclu- 
fion drawn by their Lordfliips' refpeftable Committee ; it was the 
conclufion which he drew from the circumftances ; and, if it was 
conclufive to their Lordlhlps, they would proceed wdth difpatch in 
adopting fuch meafures as would put a flop to the fpreading evil. 
In fome of the focieties, he remarked, that propofals had been 
made for providing arms for the Members ; afid if any thing was 
wa;iting to carry convidion to the minds of the moft incredulous 
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perfons, of their treafonable intentions, the ckcumftanee of flieir 
arming their friends muft be fuiScient. When this feft was eftab- 
iifhed, that they armed .to efFeduate by force, if poffible, what 
they could not other^'ife accomplifti ; for his Lordfliip could not 
have.a doubt of the iffue of fuch a trial, it was a neceffiuy caudoii 
to put the Execiitive Government on their guard againft what might 
t>e otherwHe produfiive of a civil war. If it fliould be advanced^ 
that the meafure which he had jto propofe to thdr Lordflups, was 
ftrong pr harfb, the neceffity of the cafe required that it (hould be 
carried into execution. If it were atgued, that there was incon- 
gruity in adopting a meafure that would attach to the whole, be- 
|:aufe a part was criminal, he would argue, without meaning any 
perfonal compliment to thofe with whom he aded, that their Lord- 
ihips might repofe with fafety in the clemency, and mild cxercifc 
of any power vcfted in the Executive Government. If it were faid, 
^at the tools and infbuments of thofe who formed thofe alarming 
meetings, were miferable obfcure individuals from whom no appre- 
Jieniion could be juftly formed ; he would anfwer, that where con- 
firiracy wai proved, danger exifted. If it was faid that confpiracy 
was hot to be dreaded in which men of rank were not among the 
pon^rators — he would anfwer, that if their Lord(hips looked into 
the page of hiftory, th^y would find that the overthrow of all Go- 
vernments had been cfFeftcd by obfcure individuals, and that almoft 
;all confpiratprs were bankrupts in charafter. . Widi refpeft to the 
Revolution of France, the majority Mras adverfe to the meafure ; 
and ao able writer, and a man of veracity, aflerted, that juft pre- 
vious to its h^pening, there were not 200 perfons in all France 
,who wifhed for it, and Robcrfpierre bimfelf was regarded for a time" 
as a madman ii) the National Convention. It was want of early 
/Kiution ai)d vi^rous meafures in the Executive Government that 
enabled thefe defperate char9d:ers to fucceed ; we, in the pref^nt 
inftaoce^ fliould regard thp fate of the monarchy of France as a, 
leflbn. Therefore, though the individuals were infignificant in 
;iumber, in tajents, and iij charaSer, that yiras no reafon for not 
checking their proceeding?, for they might foon become dangerous 
if fuflfered to proceed. Previous to the great rebellion, in which 
Cromwell made fo confpicuous a figure, he was confidercd as a dc^ 
fpicable ch^tA&cx and a man of no note. Put in the progrefs of 
idiat rebellion, he proved himfelf capable of vaft dcfigns, and there- 
fore bis Lordfliip trufted that the fecurity of the countiy in the pre* 
fent crifis, fliould reft on fomething more than the obfcurity of in- 
dividuals* Having dwelt on tliis and other topics for a con(iderable 
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time, he concluded with moving, '* That the bill for empowering 
His Majcfty to fccure and detain fuch perfons as he may fufpe(5 to 
bo confpiring againft his ^rfon and Government, be now read a 
firft time." It was read. His Lordfliip then moved, " That 
this bill be now read a fecond time." 

Earl STANHOPE faid, that differing from the Secretary of 
State in all his conclulions, he nriuft' oppofe this meafure ; he con- 
fidered this bill, as neither more nor lefs than a fyftem for erefling 
a badile in this country, and for eftablilhing lettres dc cachet, by 
which any man in the kingdom might be imprifoned for any length 
4>f time, at the will of Minifters, without proof, without reafon, 
and even without trial, and after all witfiout redrefs of any kind, 
for fuch imprifonment ; he (hould have expeSed that when fuch a 
propoiition, was only mentioned in a Britifh Houfe of Parliament, 
it would have excited general abhorrence. He faid there was no fi- 
tuation in which fuch a meafure as this ought to have been attempt- 
ed, much lefs in which it could be juftified, to this extent. He 
aflured their Lordfhips he (hould endeavour to argue that queftion 
iairly and difpaflionately. He was fure he had attended to, the Se- 
cretary of State as well as he was able, and he hoped their Lordfhips 
would attend to him, for he required only a few minutes of atten- 
tion, without prejudice or prcpoffeffion, and he thought be (hould 
do away all die grounds laid down in fupport of this meafure ; their 
Lordfhips would permit him therefore to flate what the chaiige was 
againfl the Menlbers of thefe Societies, and what was the ground of 
that charge. A Convention— A Meeting — AfTembly, or give it 
•what name you pleafe, for the name was nothing, and the objeft 
rvery thing. A Convention had been agreed upon by thefe Socie- 
ties ; now upon this, two confiderations prefented themfelves to our 
view, the objeft of the parties, and the means by which that objeft 
was to be attained. If thefe were legal, no honefl man would be 
difpofed to cavil about the name. He (hould take (irfl, the chaiige. 
It was flated, thzU: Ae object of the Members of thefe Societies was 
not to apply to Parliament for a reform ^ but that they intended to 
fuperfcde tfie Houfe of Commons, and to take upon themfelves the 
power and funftion of Icgiflation. lie could not help faying there 
appeared to him to be great want of logic in that conclufion j for it 
was certainly very poffible, he did not fay it was advifeable, for a 
body of men to form a refolution for obtaining a parliamentary re- 
form, and that legally, without any application to Parliament. H9 
ihould ag/n Tiy he did not think it advifeable, becaufe the parties 
were nqt likely to attain their objedk ^ but the^ might certsunly do (9 


A; 1794:; . D E B A T E S. 313 

legally; He fpoke the more freely upon this point, as he never 
had belonged to any of thefe Societies, and he did not approve of 
the meeting of a Convention, fuch as thefe Societies propofed ; be- 
caufe, however legal their conduft might be, it was not likely to be 
eflfedtual : it had been tried already, and had failed, and was likely 
to fail again. It had been tried in the year 1780 and 1781. 
But the probability or the improbability of fuccefs had nothing to do 
with the legality of the pUn. To (hew the fuccefs of a plan for 
bringing about a parliamentary reform, without applying to Parlia- 
ment, he would put a cafe which might eafily happen. Suppofe,'; 
for inftancej that all thofe who now poflefs the right of eledtion 
fhould determine not t6 vote at a future eleftion for any perfon who 
did not undertake to agree to a given plan for a parliamentary re- 
form ; and fuppofe all thofe who were fo elefted ftiould be faithful 
to their engagement ; here would be at once a plan for a parliament- 
ary reform carried into efFeft, without any application to Parliament, 
and yet it would be legal. But it was faid that thefe papers had 
extravagant ideas of reform ; " Annual Parliaments and univerfal 
fuffirage ; " this was not peculiar to thefe perfons ; he could (hew to 
their Lord(hips that there was a perfon of the name of Richmond, 
who had held the fame ideas. If therefore the Houfe would allow 
this Richmohd to entertain thefe ideas, they muft at Icaft tolerate 
the Members of thefe Societies. We were told that thefe Societies 
had expre(red difapprobation of the Parliajnent of Ireland, he (hould ' 
fhew them that the fame fort of intemperate expreflTions had been 
made ufe of with refpefl: to tl^e Parliament of England. He then 
proceeded to ftate an account of a meeting, in the county of Kent, 
in the year 1780, with many great and refpedlable names ; Mem- 
bers of that Houfe, among the re(t, the right honourable Tommy 
Town(hend. 

Lord SYDNEY thanked the noble Lord for the polite manner 
in which he had introdu<5ed his name, but that he ever belonged to 
any Convention, herofe exprefsly todeny. 

Earl STANHOPE proceeded ; he faid he never aflferted that his 
Lordihip was a Member of a Convention ; he fpoke only of a 
Kcnti(h Committee, which he could prove that noble Lord attended. 
At this meeting were prefent a brother of the noble Secretary of ■ 
State, Colonel Fitzpatrrck, Mr. Fox, and many other high and 
diftingulfhed charaders. They afterwards met in London and in 
Weftminfter, and they ftated feveral points for a reform in Parlia-. 
ment, and the meeting refolved in a very fpirited manner, and did 
not fpeak of Parliament in very foft expreflTions. He did not fay 
that all thofe individuals agreed to thefe refolutions, but the Society 
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agreed to them ; and no queftion was ever ftarted upon the legality 
of the meeting, or of its meafurcs. He then took notice of the 
quintuple alliance ; they had agreed to call a Convention, precifely 
as thefe Societies had done. Another meeting had been held in 
Scotland, and by the exprefs advice of the Lord Advocate, a Con- 
vention had been agreed upon ; this he only mentioned to prove that 
there ^was nothing illegal in the word Convention. Their Lord- 
Ihips knew what the condu6l of Mr. Pitt had been upon the fubjeft 
of parliamentary reform. He then proceeded to the declaration of 
Sir George SaVile, a charafter whom every one who knew efteemed ; 
this great and good man had in his letter to his conftituents, made 
ufe of much feverer words with refpeft to Parliament, than thefe 
Societies had done in any of their refolutions, and inftead of being 
blamed, he was revered for it. [Here his Lordftiip read Sir George 
Savile's letter.] He then took notice of the Duke «f Richmond's 
letter to Colonel Sharman, in which his Grace ftates he has no 
hopes of any reform from the Parliament, but that the people muft 
do every thing for themfelves. If their Lord{hips, therefore, were 
to fend to prifon any of the Members of thefe Societies for difrefpeft- 
ful exprcflions to Parliament, they muft fend with them, for the 
ftxme offence, Citizen Richmond. As an inftance of the freedom 
taken with the charader of Parliament, he quoted the letter of the 
right honourable Edmund Burke to Sir Hercules Langrifhe on the 
fubjedt of the corruption of Parliamei^t. He ridiculed the idea of 
a confpiracy where every tranfadtion had been printed in the public 
pewfpapers, and maintained that if what was now ftated in the Re- 
port was illegal. Government ought to have profecuted them long 
ago. One part of the charge againft thefe Societies, was, that they 
had circulated a cheap edition of the Rights of Man. Now, upon 
this point, their Lordfhips ought to know what the Secretary of 
State did not mention, he believed he did not know it himfelf, but 
it was extremely material. The Attorney General of that day. Sir 
Archd. McDonald, had indicfted Mr. Paine, the author of the 
Rights of Man, and that book had been declared by a Jury a libel 
on the Conftitution of this country. In all the cheap editions of 
this book, circulated by order of thofc Societies, the parts feledted 
by the Attorney General, were omitted, therefore the inference was, 
that the book in that ftate was a legal publication, for their Lord- 
fhips would not prefume tliat the Attorney General had fo negleded 
hi$ duty as to pafs a public libel by, without inferting it in the in-^ 
diflment. He then took notice of the charge of thefe Societies hav- 
ing admitted Barrere and Roland as honorary Members of this So" 
ciity J there was notliing on the face of it illegal, for the fpe ches^ 
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of thefc pcrfons were not ftated in the Report, and their Lordfhips 
had no evidence of their unconftitutional tendency ; befides, the Se- ' 
crctary of State miftook the fituation of Roland ; he was not a Mem- 
ber of the Convention, it was impoflible he fhould, for he was a 
Miniftcr, and placemen did not fit in Parliament in France. He 
^muft maintain, that if any complaint was to be exhibited againft the . 
Members of thefe Societies, for adopting of any part, or applaud- 
ing the fentiments of thefe fpeeches, we fhould have evidence of 
the fpeeches themfel ves. The Secretary of State had hinted at fome 
parts of thefe fpeeches ; but not a word was faid of their contents 
in the Report. Befides, ' he maintained that the Report itfelf was 
extremely unf^^ir, and made up entirely againft all the rules of evi- 
dence ; parts of their correfpondence, and thofe the moft unfavour- 
able, were felefled, and the favourable ones omitted ; whereas in 
point of juftice and by the rules of law, the whole of the books of 
the Society (hould be quoted in the Report, and fet forth at full 
length, that the Ho^fe might not be called upon to judge from mi^- 
tilated and detached paffages, but fairly and equitably from the 
whole context, and, for aught their Lordfhips could know to the 
contrary, the whole taken together might not only be an innocent, 
but alfo a meritorious work. In one of their refolutions they ftated, 
" that the friends of reform are the friends of peace ; their principles 
can be promoted only by peaceable means : they know of no other 
method of obtaining the olj -'61 they defire.'* On the fubje6t of pro- 
viding themfeives with arms, his Lordihip quoted the authority of 
. Blackftone, in the firft chap'ter of his firft book of his Commentarix's, 
wherein he ftates that the fubjefts of a free ftate have a right to keep 
arms for felf defiance ; and alfo the opinion of Lord Hawkeft)ury, on 
the propriety of arming the people, who had faid that there never 
was an inftance of an armed people ufing their power to'their own 
deftru<Slion; in which opinion he coincided completely, forhewiftied 
that inftead of 30,000, we had 4.00,000 militia ; were that the 
cafe there would be nothing to fear from internal commotions. But 
he muft /Confcfs the whole of this meafure appeared to be improper, 
and the fear pretended to be felt,' was to be compared to nothing lb 
apt as the windmill of Don Quixotte. But fuppofing there was any' 
foundation fot fear, how unjuft was it that the freedom of all the 
people of England ftiould be at the will of the Miniftcr, on account 
of the mi {behaviour of a few. He concluded with dcfirin^ their 
Lordfhips for a moment to refledl on the poffible effeft of all this. 
Suppofe a ftream of water that had often fertilized a beautiful plain, 
but had pafTcd its boundaries, and for a time occafioned fome trifling 
injury to the foil, a mifcrable huft)andman would he be who cndCa- 

Ss 2 


3i6 PARLIAMENTARY A. 1794. 

voured to choak up the current. So it was here, the flowing of hu- 
man rcafon Government had not the power of checking, but like the 
prudent hufbandman, they might with care dired it within its pro- 
per channel. So in the prefent inftance, *^ dojuftice," faidhe, "and 
give to the people peace, and then, my Lords, you may be able to 
guide their reafoning, and keep it fafely within its due limits." 

Earl SPENCER faid he thought himfelf called upon by an aUu- 
fion which the noble Earl had made, to a meeting held in Kent, 
in the year 1780, at which he was prefent. He agreed that be 
had been there, and approved of the general purpofe of the meeting; 
but if the noble Earl had examined any proper account of what paf- 
fed, he would find that he did not go to the full extept, that other 
perfons prefent had wiflied to do, and gave his reafons at the time. 
At any rate, the fentiments and the proceedings of that meeting were 
very different indeed from what feemed to aduate thofe Societies to 
which the prefent bill applied. He juftified the meafure as expedi- 
ent, politic, and founded upon abfolutc neceflity, arifing from the 
emergency of the cafe, and gave his hearty fupport to the nwtion 
before the Houfe. 

Lord HAY, (Earl of Kinnoul) fpoke at confiderable length on the 
fame fide, and ftrongly vindicated the meafure as becoming the wif- 
dom of Adminiftration, and the moft adequate to tlie cafe. 

Lord BORINGDON faid he approved of the meafure, becaufe, 
though a ftrong one, he was convinced that the neceflity of the cafe 
called for a ftrong meafure. Two years ago he had feen what, in 
his mind, were the feeds of all the mifchief that had fince happened, 
and it was full time that a proper check Ihould be put to the pro- 
grefs of fuch deftruftive proceedings. He was no Alarmift; by that 
he meant, that he felt no idle, weak, or unmanly alarms, and was 
as much for the rights, a fair, pure, equitable rights of man, as 
any body ; at the fame time, being no friend to the modern fyfterp 
of France, or innovating metaphyfical principles, it became his duty 
to be alarmed when he thought any attack was attempted to be made 
upon the Conftitution of the country.. The exiftence of a moft dan- 
gerous confpiracy againft the Government of this country was evi- 
dent, unlefs it could be fuppofed, that tlie Committee had abufed 
the confidence repofed in them ; or that the fame words in the En- 
glifti language were capable of different figtiifications. He agreed 
perfectly, that no force could ftop opinion ; but thought, neverthe- 
lefs, that a prudent forefight might avoid many evils which negli- 
gences would encourage beyopd all power of repelling. He thought 
the moft valuable right he had was that of protedion from the laws 
under which he lived. While he acknowledged danger from ihp 
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exiftencc of certain machinations, he was confident that the wifdom 
of a very great majority irrthe kingdom would lead them, at no rifk, 
to undervalue the bleflingsihey at prefent enjoy under this Con- 
Aitution. 

Lord THURLOW faid> that before going at all into the qucC 
tion, it was proper to notice the manner in which the bill had come 
into that Houfe. He conlidered it firft as founded upon thfe King's 
meffage ; and next on the proceedings which had fince taken place 
upon it in that and the other Houfe of Parliament, and then it be- 
came the duty of both Houfes to proceed in the bufinefs as they might 
fee caufe. In his opinion the Lords had adted in the wifcft way, 
by taking it up in the manner they had done ; but he could not 
help^ faying, that much of the debate that night had gone very wide 
of. the mark. The only communication now before them, was the 
Report of their Committee, and the bill which was founded upon 
that Report. The general principle upon which he conceived the 
bill to be founded, was neceflity ; and when once that neceffity was 
cftablilhcd, there was nothing fo ftrong in the meafure as ought t© 
create any objedion to it. If it was clear that the proceedings, 
which made the bill neceffary, tended to produce that anarchy ii» 
this country which had prevailed in France, and certainly it muft 
be allowed, that anarchy is the worft of tyranny, then it was ne- 
ceffary to .adopt this meafure, which, though it for a time feemed 
to infringe upon the principles of the Conftitution, only took away 
juft as much as fecured the reft, which certainly was a wife and 
commendable policy. He reprobated the practice of introducing 
names of perfons, or even allufions to thofe who were under trial ; 
it was unfair, unjuft, and unknown in the pradtice of the Englifli 
legiflature ; they ought not to be prejudged or pronounced guilty be- 
fore hand. From what he had feen of the Report, there were many 
things that, in his opinion, were feditioiis, but he did not think that 
they amounted to treafon. There were other parts, which if theyi 
could be fupported by evidence, certainly might amount to treafon 9 
particularly thofe parts where it was faid to be intended to profecute 
their fyftem by force, and in oppofition to the known laws of the 
country. This fort of declaration required punifliment, and had 
its authors been puniflied at the time,, it, would have prevented their 
fucceffors from having offended. But though they, to whom he 
alluded, had efcaped, that could form no excufe for thofe who now 
wi(h to carry their fehemes farther. He repeated, that from what 
he had feen of the Report, he thought there was ground for punifli- 
ment, as far as punifliment for mifdemeanor goes ; but he begged 
leave to decline giving any decided opinion upon the particular ia- 
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Itances of thofe who were now very nearly under trial. He faid a 
very great miftake feemed to exift refpefting the extent of the bill, 
which in fafl gave no additional power to the Executive Grovemmcnt, 
as to confining and detaining fufpedled perfons, which they had not 
before, except this, namely that they could be fo fecured and de- 
tained for a certain time, without being brought to trial : why it 
had vulgarly been called a fufpcnfion of the Habeas Corpus a6l, he 
could not tell ; and yet it had been fo called almoft every time that 
a bill of this fort was brought forward, for if this bill was paffed to- 
morrow, the Habeas Corpus a<3 ftill would remain in full force, 
and magiftratcs ading under this a6l, muft confider that to be the 
cafe, and aft widi proportionate caution. He recurred to the dif- 
ferent periods in hiftory, when this a6t had been moft the fubjed 
of parliamentary difcuffion. In the reign of James I. and Charles L 
1x1 Charles the Second's time, it had been in difufe, and was re- 
newed in tlie year 1 704. A bill of this fort had been at different 
times brought forward, in cafes where an aftual infurreftion rofe, 
or where confpiracies were ftrongly fufpedted, although they were of 
fp hidden a nature that they could not be traced at the time ; and in 
the laft cafe it became prudent and neceffary to fecure and detain 
perfons fufpedled, till fuch confpiracy could be traced. As to the 
crimes charged in the Report, certainly many perfons might be com- 
mitted under this aft, but he thought moft of them could he brought 
before the common courts, whether this aft paffed or not. It ^^^as 
the duty of magiftrates to attend particularly to the laws in cafes of 
imprifonmcnt, and he alluded to the particular cafe of the imprifon- 
mtnt of Lord George Gordon, which he feemed to think too long, 
and the fcntence too fevere. With regard to the manner in which 
any additional difcretionary power put into the hands of Miniftcrs 
might be ufcd, he muft fay, that he would not have the leaft hefi- 
tation in risking his liberty, Jiis property, and his life, in the difcre- 
tion of the noble Secretary of State, and believed he could no where 
be fafer. But this matter of opinion was not a fair argument when 
?ny extraordinary power was to be given to the Executive Govern- 
ment. In fuch inftances, nothing more ought to be trufted in the 
hands of Mioif^ers than the urgency of the cafe required ; toareue 
in that way would be to diftinguiQi 'the officer from the office, and 
might put m the. power of a bad man, what a good man never would 
o It he had the fame power. Jn all cafes where punifliment was 
inTf • • , ^""^ '''^''''''^ ^"^ prevent fimilar offences, was to punifh 
thatd ''k '^^'""''' ^^ '^^^" mentioned a pamphlet which lud 
and mL -^T ^"^ '*'''' Iiishand, rcflefting higlily upon the Judges, 
-nd many Members of that lioufc , it was dlfgJcefS and indecent, 


A. 1794. DEBATES. 319 

fuch as he thought never ought to pafs unpunifhed. He confidereti, 
that 'vilifying and mifreprefenting the condudl of Judges and Magif- 
trates entrufted with the adminiftration of juftice, and the laws of 
the country, was a crime of a very heinous nature, moft deftruftive 
in its confequences, becaufe it tended to lower them in the opinion 
of thofe who ought to feel a proper reverence and refpeft for their 
high and important fituations ; and when 'it was ftated to the igno- 
rant and^he wicked, that their Judges and Magiftrates were igno- 
rant and corrupt, it tended to leffen their refpecl for the laws of the 
country, becaufe they were taught to think ill of thofe who admini- 
ftered them. * 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that he had attended parti- 
cularly to the Report, which had been made to their Lordfliips, but 
could not find out in that, or any circumftance connecfted with it, 
the leaft ground for the very ftrong and alarming meafure, which it 
was intended in the prefent inftance to introduce ; an innovation and 
infringement upon the Conftitution of the country, unwarranted by 
any principle of policy, neceffity or precedent, that could be men- 
tioned, and coming only as one of thofe extraordinary and unheard 
of meafures, which the prefent Adminiftration had been daily intro- 
ducing as part of their fyftem for the laft two years. It certainly^ 
though the greateft, was not the only innovation which they had lately 
brought forward ; they had begun with an Alien bill ; then a trai- 
tcrous correfpondence bill ; they had proceeded to bringing forcignfc' 
troops into the kingdom, and railing voluntary fubfcriptions without 
the confent of Parliament, meafures fufficiently novel in their nature 
to roufe the feelings of alarm and diftruft in Britiih bofoms ; and now 
all thefe meafures were to be followed up by this bill, which, what- 
ever might be the opinion of other noble Lords, he would contend 
amounted to a fufpenfion of the Habeas Corpus aft ; the whole form- 
ing a chain of revolutionary meafures tending to eftablifh in this coun- 
try a new fyftem of revolutionary Government. When he reflefted- 
for a moment upon the fuppofed dangers to which the Report allud-^ 
ed, or even for argument fake, allowing them to be as great as the 
alarms of fome had exaggerated them to be, and compared that with 
the ftrong and daring meafure propofed as a remedy, every well- 
wilher to his country muft agree, that the remedy is far more alarm- 
ing than the danger poflibly can be. Ten years ago, when fchemes, 
of reform, precifely the fame as thofe avowed by thofe Societies were 
propofed, countenanced, and encouraged by the Duke of Richmond, 
and others of His Mnjefty's prefent Cabinet, no fuch thing as a bill 
to fufpend the Habeas Corpus aft had ever been thought of. The 
aoblc Secretary of State had allowed that the confpiracies which he 
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dreaded fo much, were only formed amongft tfee refufe of the peo- 
ple, but he had taken care to ftate alfo, the great mifchiefs that had 
frequently arifen from the mollobfcure individuals ; and though th© 
numbers were by all faid to be very inconfiderable, yet their power 
was rated very high, and their proceedings were to be dreaded as mod 
importsmt, fo much fa that they were to overawe and control the 
fundlions of Parliament, and overturn the Conftitution itfelf. 

Now what was all this but mere affertion ; had a fingle fa6l been 
produced that proved the truth, or even the probability of this being 
^ell-founded i Not one. Who was there that fuppofed that Lo- 
vet and the 200 madmen whom he was faid to have collefted, and 
they certainly were madmeh who could have formed fuch abfurd 
©otions of their own ftrength and power, to carry their wild ridicu- 
lous fchemes into execution — who was there in that Houfe, or in 
the country, who could fay that any ferious mifchief was to be 
dreaded from fuch men, or who believed that if he was fo mad as 
to make the attempt to coUefl: perfons for fuch purpofes, he would 
Iiave ^t twenty to affemble > The whole contents of the Report 
were what Minifters, that Houfe, and the couotry at large, had' 
been fully acquainted with for the laft two years ; and if they were 
proceedings of the alarming nature now defcribed, Minifters were 
highly culpable, nay criminal, in allowing them to pafs unnoticed 
fo long. What were the materials that proved this dark and hid- 
den confpiraty ? Seditious papers, that had appeared in every ne\rf- 
paper in the country, and trcafonable writings, that had^ every 
where been handed about, printed, publilhed, and circulated for 
the laft fourteen months; nay more, fo little mifchievous had they 
been thought, that thefe feditious and treafonable proceedings, from 
which alone the confpiracies were to be proved, had been for a 
confiderable time back a fource of revenue to the very Government 
which they were intended to overturn and deftroy ; in ftiort, upon 
this point it was clear that Miniftersjiad long been perfedly ac- 
quainted with the whole proceedings which they now thought fo 
dangerous, and had been nurfing the confpiracies till it fuited their 
own purpofes to bring them forward, for the purpofe of keeping up 
that fyftem of alarm and terror which it was fo much their intcreft 
to do, in order to divert and draw off the attention of the country 
from the calamities and difgraces which their mal-adminiftratioa 
had brought upon it ; and the whole of their proceedings, he in- 
lifted, bore him out in this affertion, from the firft proclamation 
calling out the militia, down to the prefent meafure. Though 
the country was not altogether re^dy to come into their fyftem at flrft^ 
he owned they liad gained confiderable fupport from many who were 
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not accii{l(>mf;4 to approve of tlicir meafures antecedently to this 
alarm : fome "pf, ,t;hqfc, he.-beUevedi ipight have been adIuatQd by . 
an honeft terror; and confcientious alarm, but certainly there werG. 
many of a difierent defcription, and who had fnewn the moft inte-.^ 
refted, motives in tl^ part they had taken. , Yet, with all tliis fup-, 
port, and*the additional benefit of their ji)le. Councils and great abi- 
Utiesy what fuccefs^ had attended the meafures of Adminiftration, 
and what had all this united ftrength produced ? ' After being rnor^j 
than a year engaged in continuing a moft ruinous and deftrucSive^ 
war, had they arrived in the fmallcft degree nearer the objeft iiv 
view. Here he could not help recurring to the fage and pi:gpheti<?^ 
advices, and admonitions given by a right honourable frienc} pf'nl& 
laft year, with, that profound. wifdom, that deep fagacity, and bol3[ 
manly reafon that diftixiguifhed his chara(9:er, w:hen he pointed, our 
the propriety and the ncceflity of putting an end to the calamities 
in which we were then involved, and which fince that period hadt 
fo much increafed by an honourable negoeiation. Had thefe ad- 
vices been attended to, the country might now have been in a very 
different fituation. . Had all pur bpafted internal refources, our pow- 
erful, alliances, and all that the Minifters boafted as means of bring- 
ing about a fpeedy peace^ produced that effe6l r Or were they 
more likely to bring about the deiired end this year than laft year ? 
He believed nobody- could fay for Minifters themfelves knew that 
they had brought the country into a deplorable dilemma, out of 
which they could not themfelves pretend to tell when we were at al| 
likely to be extricated. Much praife and much honour was, due to 
the gallant condu6l of the brave Sir Charles Grey, and his fucccfs- 
ful army ; but however highly they deferved the paneg)Tic of their 
country, it was melancholy to reflecS, that thofe meafures only ferv- 
ed as the means of delufion to encourage this country to go on with a 
ruinous war, the obje»3s of which had been entirely changed fince 
its commencement; for what was the acquifition of Martinico to 
the projeded conqueft of France, and the objeft of forcing of a Go- 
vernment upon that grieat country ? or was it to be fuppofcd that the 
rulers in France, be whom they might at the time, w^ould put in 
competition fuch fuccefies on our part with their own heads, and re- 
linquifti their exertions in defence. of their country? Througliout 
the whole duration of the war there had never been very flattering 
profpefls for this country, and certainly lefs fo now than ever. . We 
have found already that one of our allies cannot go on unlefs he is 
paid, and another is under the neceffity of borrowing money in this 
country, which is nearly the fame. All thcfe circumfiances are 
much more feripus and important, and much more fk for the con-. 
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fiaeration of Miniftcrs, for the Ht^ufc, and for the country, than 
thofe idle and flimfy pretexts vrhich have been cdnjured iip to alarm 
the dountry, when, in reality, the only purpofe is to blind the 
people, and bring them into their own views. The only thing 
th^t makes the prefent meafures fo little furprifir^ is, that it is- a 
" continuance of the fame fyftem, whidi Miniftcrs have uriiformly 
praSifed ever fince they came into power, A^ln, to rhention 
the proceedings of thefe fbcieties, if they gre criminal, certainly the 
creat6fs of them, arid the principles they avow, are much more fo : 
He had already mentioned fome of them. He would then call 
iixtit attention to the famous letter of the Duke of Richmond to 
Colonel Sharman, which was certainly as ftrong, and in every 
particular ^Imoft the fame in fubftance, as the do6h:ines laid down 
in i^aihe*s works on the fubje<St of parliamentary abufes. There 
^ere others of His Majefty's Miniftcrs, who, in conjunction with 
Mr. Home Tooke, whom he heard they had committed to the 
Tower, had figned refolutions, and avowed their principles to be 
the j[ame as contained in that letter. He then reprobated their 
mearl and (hameful apoftacy ; fince, from all their former opinion^ 
and prirrcrples, frotn all which it was eafy to fee, that Ae ftru^le 
Vras not,, as had formerly been the cafe, between two contending 
parties, biit that it was bet\\xen their own cxiftence in power and 
the cxiftence of the Conftitution itfelf. It certainly would become 
them to be more cautious, and lefs inattentive to the true principles^ 
of the Britifti Cortftitutiofi, than their late and prefent condu(9: 
(hewed them to be. In the prefent nieafures, which was a greater 
infringement than had ever been made before upon the Conftitu- 
tion, they feemed to rejcft and treat with fcom and defpife the wif- 
dom of their anceftbrs arid all precedents. In every former cafe, 
where a fufpenfion of the Habeas Corpus took place, it was found- 
ed upon fome open overt aft, and not upon fudi ridiculous and un- 
tenable grounds as the Report on the table held out. Whatever 
refpedl the noble and learned Lord, or any other perfori might have 
for a Secretary of State, he fhould be extremely forry to fee any 
Minifter vefted with an extraordinary difcretionary power greater 
than the exigency of the cafe required, 'whatever his charafler 
might be. Noble Lords might recolleA what had happened after 
1715, in Sir W. Wyndham's time, when veiy refpeftable Coun- 
try gentlemen were brought up from Norfolk and confined. At 
that time, however, there was an open rebellion in the country. 
In 1722 the bill was founded, not upon fuch papers as thofe in 
the Report, but on a fpccific declaration contained in the King*^ 
meffage. In 1 745 the fituatiori of th© country was fimilar to what 
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it had -been defcribed in the fprmer cafes. All that tioie, till witjb* 
in the laft twelve year$> there had. been a Pretcpder smd a Jacobite 
party in this country: Members of both Houfes of Parliament had 
fceen notorioully of that party. Other Minifters had never thought 
of fufpending the Habeas Corpus z&, under thoTe drcuinftances^ 
and it might have been better had it not been attempted now. 
From this he might conclude, that either the Habeas Corpus zGt 
ought never to have exificd till within the laft twelve years, or that 
it ou^ never to exift again. His Lordfhip then recommended 
purfuing a fyftem of moderation and wifdom, as much more likely 
to product good eiFeds than the prefent condudl of Minifters, and 
aiked, if what they had done did not fucceedi where they might 
be expedled to ftop ? Next year they might probably find them- 
felves in a fimilar, if not in a worfe fituation ; and they muft go 
on with fomc ferther infringement upon the Conftituticwi, for being 
once embarked in this fea of innovation, there could be no guefling 
where their revoludonary fyftem may end. It was neither tvith 
^berfpierre nor Barrere tiiat the French revolution began ; they 
would all recoiled the virtuous Duke de Rochefoucault but to re-r 
refle<9: how far the Revolutionary fyftem had carried. France 
from what he in the firft inftance, wiftied and expedted was to hitfi 
a fidycdi of regret and abhorrence. He dwelt on the dangerous 
tendency and confequences of unneceffary innovation, either in pro* 
ducing anarchy or defpotifm, equally deftruftive to the real liberties 
of mankind. He fpoke of the fufFerings of Poland and of France, 
from tfie Revolutionary fyftem, particularly the former, which muft 
excite the fympathy and compaflion of every free and generous peo* 
pie. He came next to conlider what had been faid alxxit the real 
intention of thofe focieties not being favourable to a reform in Par* 
liament, and quoted fome paftages from Mr. Burke's letter to his 
Conftituents at Briftd, almoft in the fame language, ai^d precifely 
the fame in fubftance as the arguments ufed in the papers of thofe 
focieties ; but what might then be thought good and praifeworthyi 
from that grave;, orthodo:^ political divine at that time, was now 
to be reckoned treafon frcH^ thofe focieties. He then noticed the 
precedent of 1777, when thp b^l then brought into Parliament* 
only af^^d a particular defcription of perfons fpecified therein, 
and did not go a ftep fartb^ th^^ tl^e ^Igei^ey of the caCe required. 
In the pre&nt inftance, as ail the mifehief muft come from the 
few hundreds who belong to thole focieties and ^Iqbs, the (^ration 
of the bill ought only to extend to diem ; this would have been 
an effediual remedy, had their puq)ofe been ocdy to meet the real 

evil with an adequate remedy, but that cotUdpot have aj|fw£ce4 

Tt 7, 
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the other purpofcs of deluding the people as had been done alJalong^ 
fefpe6ting the war, MinfJfters never had been a6le to (hexv any 
reafon why it was iiripre^er to treat or negociate for a- peace, and 
therefore it was neceffary to keep up a conftant alarrh in Hie minds 
of 'the people, and by addreffing their paffions, to lull their reafon 
^nd refleftion afleep. He remarked that two letters, one to the 
foclety. of the Friends of the People ; and their anfwcr. Had been 
inferted in the Report. A fociety to which he and many of his 
'friends had the honour to belong, which though the Secretary of 
State had not taken the leaft notice of, yet it was clearly the mean- 
ing of Minifters by placing them in the Report, to throw upon that 
Society fome degree of obloquy, which they had no probability of 
•proving that they in the fmalleft degree merited. A fociety which 
'he would fay had no difpofition to imitate minifterial apoftacy, but 
would, as long as they were able, endeavour to obtain by legal and 
conftitutional means the, important obje£t for which they aflbciated. 
He reprobated, in ftrong terms the fyftem pur fued by Minifters, as 
fimilar to the conduft purfued in France, and equally deftru6live in 
its confequences ; and he augured the worfe from the fudden ftarts 
they were making from one innovation to another, upon flimfy pre- 
texts, to aiifwer the worft of purpofes. He contended that an open, 
■bold, and manly condud, was beftfuited to the .Conftitution of this 
' country, and that Minifters, by fpreading falfe alarms and artificial 
terror, had abandoned, the example of our ariceftors, and adopted 
' what muft lead to the difgrace and ruin of the country.' He proved 
by the ftrongeft reafoning, that the fyftem of terror of the ruler in 
Paris had ruined- France, and occafioned the overthrow of Danton's 
party, the maffacres of the i oth of Auguft, and the death of the 
* unfortunate King. He again mentioned the Alien bill. Traito- 
rous Correfpondence bill, and the whole of the fyftem for the laft 
two years, as proceeding from terror, being only conduced by pre- 
vioufly inftilling fuch a fear in the people as milled them to believe 
. thofc uriconftitutional meafures neceffary. Having concluded his 
arguments againft the bill, which he delivered with great anima- 
: tion and eloquence, the noble Earl founded the motion he was about 
. to make upon the: 26th ftanding order of the Houfe, which is, that 
. lio bill can be read twice on the fame day that it has; been brought 
. in — this., like every other ftanding order, cannot be difpenfed with, 
unlefs by the unanirhdus concurrence of the Houfe ; but if any 
Member move that' a ftanding order be read, it cannot be difpenfed 
. with, this, coupled with the precedent in 1722, on this order, 
induced him to move, " That the Houfe do now adjourn;** He 
ddired the order to be read, * 
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Lord GRENVILLE faid, the precedent in 1722, was an an- 
fwcr to the noble Lord's obfervation, for it was then dated, that it 
being objected to read the bill a fecond time, tjie Houfe after a dc» 
bate came to an unanimous refolution to difpcnfe with the (landing 
t)rder, and the bill was accordingly read a fecond time, and pafled 
almoft unanimoufly. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that the precedent, did not 
Ihew that the debate had been about difpenfing with the ftanding 
order, but that after a debate upon the fecpnd reading of the bill, 
it had been unanimoufly agreed by their Lordfliips to difpenfe with 
the order. 

The Earl of ABINGDON faid, that in the year 1777, that 
is, pending the American war, he voted and fingle-handedly pro- 
tefted againft the bill that was then brought forward for a fufpenfion 
of that great bulwark of our Conftitution, the Habeas Corpus Aft ; 
in the year 1794, pending the prefent war with France, he fliould 
vote for its fufpenfion, and would give the bill for thlsrpurpofe all 
the fupport in his power ; and precifely on the fame ground, and 
• for the fame reafons, that he voted againft the other bill — " For 
that war (faid his Lordfliip) was a war upon our friends and fel- 
iow-fubjeds in America; whilft this is a war, as it were, with 
" original Jin ;" that is, with our ancient and ever to remain inve- 
terate enemies ; and not only our enemies, but the enemies of all 
mankind — let me add the enemies of God and Nature." That 
was a war of Cavaliers againft round Headsy of High Church upon 
Lvu) Churchy which he then oppofed : this is a war (by way of re- 
taliation too) of rcund Heads againft Cavalicrsy of Low Church upon 
High Churchy in order to No Church : and this he now oppofed, 
both being equally advcrfe to the tolerating fpirit and the free Con- 
ftitution of this country. The principles, it is true, were the very 
converfe of each other ; but the motives of conduft in him were ftill 
the fame, namely, to preferve the interefts of tlie Britifli Conftitu- 
tion. Thefe were his reafons for the vote he fliould give, and to 
which he could add many others : but long fpceches, like great 
books, were great evils ; and if one reafon will do, as Hudibra^ 
lays, what need of two ? 

The Earl of MANSFIELD remarked on the obfcurity of the 
perfons who compofed the focieties, as a cifcumftance that would 
render the fuccefs of their intentions more dreadful. He had much 
confidence in the good fenfe of the people of this country, and their 
attachment to the Conftitution, but the queftion for their Lordfliips 
. to confider was, ^* Would they nip the feeds of anarchy in the bud, 
or fuifer them to be blown abroad by cveiy wind— -would they 
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itnother die flame on Its (irft appearance, or fufier it to blaze inCo a 
conflagration V Under fuch circuniftances as the prefent, it was 
not walls and towns, it was not fleets and armies that cpnftituted 
the defence of a nation, but the vigilance of the Executive Govem«> 
ment. If we looked to the horrors which France jM'efented to our 
view, was it terror that had occafioned the commiflion of the un- 
exampled atrocities in that unhappy kingdom ? Was it terror that 
provoked the murder of their Sovereign ? Was It terror that had 
Juft inftigated them to the murder of a Princcfs (Madame Elizabeth), 
who, to all the fofter virtues of her fex, added patience and forti- 
tude that would have done honour to the moft heroic times ? Our 
meafures of precaution were not to be calculated on the probability 
of ultimate fuccefs, but on the magnitude of the evil with which wc 
arc threatened. Let their Lcx-dfhips figure to themfelves a Convene 
tbn, fuch as the focieties propofcd to aflemble, ufurping an autho- 
rity paramount to that of Parliament. Happy, in fuch a cafe, would 
be the lot of that man who fliould be the firft to fall by the Englifli 
guillotine, fi>]r he would have the confolation of knowing that he was 
to be buried in the fame grave with the Conftitution— To their 
Lordlhips it would be irreparable ruin. Notwithdanding all that, 
in feafon or out of fesifcw)^ was aflerted to the c<Mitrary, he ftiU 
hoped we ftiould be ^ble to reftore order and government in France ; 
but if we fhould not, and confufion (hould take place in this coun* 
try, to whom could their Lordihlps apply for aflidance or relief? 
To the Jacobins in France r The fecurity of other noble Lords was 
to him an additional ground of fear ; for if tl^ey were all equally 
convinced of the danger, they would all be equally xealous to guard 
againfl it. On the charge againft Minifters, fo often repeated, after 
the declarations of both Houfes of Parliament to the contrary, that 
they had wantonly involved the country in a war, he fhould only 
obfove, tliat pcrfons once high in the efteem of thde who made 
the chajrgc, had claimed the exclufive merit. In a cafe of murder, 
would it be fair to accufe any other perfon, when an hoopurablp 
man flood forward and faid, adjum juifeci ? 

The Earl of CAERNARVON faid, he had as good a right to 
infer danger from the intrepidity of noble Lords who oppdfed the 
meafure, as they to infer ganger from his alarms. They feemcd 
to aigue as if no cafe could exift that would juftify the (ufpaifion of 
the Habeas Corpus A61 ; yet they admitted that it had been propeiiy 
fufpended on fwmcr occafions, in rebejlbn or threatened invafion. 
On fuch occafions, a fiifpenfion of the Habeas Corpus Aft was not 
the proper defence ; they called for arms and artillery. To domef- 
♦ic confpiracy, and attempts to propagate fceret poifon> it was the 
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fk rcmedf. The virtue of the Conflitution ou^t not to avail thofis 
who were compaiTing its de(faru£tion. The exi(lence of a confpiracy 
Was fully proved by the Ismguage of the Ibcieties. They complained 
not only of Parliament, but of the Executive Government, and 
therefore muft wifh to demolifli the whole frame of the Conftitutioiw 
The Roport of the Committee laid, and he believed on good groiHidsy 
that th^ had been, and ilill were preparing to diffaribute arms among 
chofe whom they could bring over to their deiigns. 

The Elarl of DERBY faid, it had never been contended that no 
eafe could exift, which could jufiify the fufpenfion of the Habeas 
Corpus Ad, but only that a ode had not been made out in the 
prefent inftance, which would juftify fuch an encroachment on the 
rights of the fubjedl. The ncA)le Lord who fpoke laflr, feemed to 
think that the leils the danger, the fhonger miift be. the meafure of 
precaution. If fo, every fence cf the Cpnftitution might be broken 
down, and fhould the fortunate period ever arrive when there was 
no danger whatever, not an atom of it would be left. The news 
of the day from France had been alluded to— No man could more 
regret than he die dqgradation which human nature fuffered by fuch 
ads ; but he could not fee how the mention of them had any rela* 
tion to the queftion in debate. A noble and learned Lord (Thur- 
low) had faid, that all the fads ftated in the Report were highly 
feiditious, but did not amount to treafon. If they were only fedi- 
tious, was not the ordinary power of law fufEeierlt to puni(h and re- 
jn-rfs them ? The perfons charged with thofe ads wete now in cuftody ; 
where was then the neceffity of new powers to bring them to jufiice, 
or to prevent them from doing future mifchief ? This furely was a 
proof that danger, whatever it might have been, was now at an end. 
The noble Secretary of State, for the benefit of his argument, had 
dwelt On the numbers aifembled at Chalk Farm. But did he mean 
to (ay, that all the perfons who happened to be prefent were impli- 
cated in the purpofes of the meetiir^. He could not but know that 
in the neighbourhood of London, a very few perfons would foon 
colled a mob of feveral hundreds merely to fee what was going for^ 
ward. That the focieties were preparing to diftribute arms, was 
ftated even in the report as a mere prefumption, unfupported by any 
Ihadbw of proof. For thcfe reafons, he deprecated a meafure which 
he confidered as called for by no adequate caufe, and as an attack 
upon the Conftitution. His inquiries had fully fatisiied his mind 
upon the fubjed, and whether he aded with the majority or the mi- 
nority, with ten or with twenty, it was the fame to his confcicnce. 
He feared no calumny, for he defied any man to quote an adion of 
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his that was hoftile to the fyftem of liberty proticfterf by laW- under 
which we enjoyed fo many bleffings. 

The Earl of CARLISLE faid, the learned Lord (Thurlow>- 
had gpne;no farther than to fay, that the fadis dated in the Report 
were feditious in the higheft degree ; but whether they amounted 
to treafon or not, it would be crueLto declare till they came to be 
decided upon by a jury. ^ He entered into the reafons that had in-^ 
duced him to give his poor fupport to Minifters ; reminded their 
Lordfliips of the fmall beginnings from which Lord George Gor- 
don's mobs had grown to fuch a height ; and defended the bill as 
effential to the fafety of the Conftitution. 

The Marquis TOWNSHEND faid, that, in his opinion, 
it was fafer in a moment of emergency like' the prefent, to c(Mifide 
j)owers in the Executive Government, than to leave it to individuals 
to take meafures for their own fecurity. Govemnfient,. however, 
ought to be, and in his opinion they were, refponfible for the ufe 
which they made of thefe powers ; on this view he acquiefced in the 
prefent meafure* 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE faid, that it was the praftice 
of all wife men to examine their meafures by the rule of reafon ; 
and he recommended to their Lordjfhips to examine the queftion of 
adjournment by that teft. If ever a ftanding order, deferved to be 
made into a law, it was that order which regulated the pourfe of 
their proceedings, and gave to the people time to fee and confider 
of the meafures pafling through the Houfe, fo as to enable them to 
come forward and aflift Parliament with their advice. What pof- 
fible inconvenience could there be in the delay of a day? Suppofe 
that the city of London ftiould come up with a . petition to their 
Bar, would it not be for the intereft of the kingdom that they flioUld 
have the opinion of that rcfpeftable body ? Minifters might perhaps 
wifti to get rid of- fuch an opinion, as it was fufpcft^d not to be fo 
favourable to their views as it ^\v.s laft year ; but furely Parliament 
ought, from confiderationsof prudence, as well as regard to their own 
dignity, to deliberate on a meafure of fuch importance,, and not to 
debar the people from prefenting their petitions againft it. There 
could be no caufe for precipitation. The principal perfons engaged 
in die terrible confpiracy, he fuppofed, were already taken up.— 
They could not efcape ; and there had been no tumult on the occa- 
fion ; no attempt had been made to refcue them ; no Habeas Cor- 
pus ever had been moved for, and there was no appearance in any 
part of the country' to juftify the hafte of their proceeding. . They 
(hould examine the precedents, which were brought forward as 
grounds for the prefent meafure by reafon \ and he would venture 
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to % ttet theit was not one which would be found to juftify the 
ai£t by being in point. It was. ridiculous to fay that, there was a 
precedent in this reign, and in that reign, becaufe in this or that^ 
the Habeas Corpus A<ft had been fufpended. They might as well 
try to juftify the prefcnt difaftrous war by faying, that there had 
been wars before : no, they muft {hew that the precedent Was founded 
in fimilar circumftances. Such a precedent could not be adduced^ 
There" was always . heretofore a dire and urgent neceflity proved^ 
either of rebellion, infurredion, or of fuch real abfolute neceflity^ 
as was made manifeft to the minds of all men. Was this the cafe 
here ? No fuch thing. No ^aufe had been ftated to juftify the mea- 
fure ; and a noble and learned Lord had wifely faid, that to ftrengthen 
the magiftracy was alL that the circumftances of the country feemed 
Co require. It had been faid, that Revolutions always fprung from 
the people, as an argument for alarm at the prcfent incx>nfiderable per-« 
fons being engaged in reforms. In his mind, the very contrary was 
the faft. Our Revolution was brought about by perfons of rank 
agalnft the general opinion — ^and even in France it was by leading 
men — by men of rank and condition, that the Revolution was begun 
^^by men who faw and felt the oppreffions of the Government— of 
that Grovemment who, indulging terrors^ h^d gone to moft extraor-^ 
dinary lengths of irritation. Was the prefent meafure either juft of 
political ? As to its juftice, it had not at leaft been made manifefti 
Committees had been appointed in both Hbufes compofedtjf Alarm-- 
ers atid Alarmifts. In former Committees, impartial men had 
been placed, here they were all of one defcription^ and their Report 
was full of capital inaccuracies. It gave no information what the 
law could do ; how far it could go to corredl the cxifting evil^ nor did 
it prove to the fatisfaSipn of any thinking man any real caufe for 
fuch a meafure. It talked of focieties; he was igiiorant of the 
focieties ; he knew notiiing of them ; but he looked at them with 
an eye of favour, as they feemed to be only fincerely defirous of ob- 
ladning a beneficial reform in Parliament. They fought the fame 
obje6l as the fociety that met at the Thatched Houfe in 1782, and 
if any reproach attached to the one body, the fame, or even greater* 
attached to the other, as the beginners. But what was the feft ? 
The old Jacobins were perfecuting the new. There was a vulgai* 
proverb, which precifely defcribed the parties, and applied to them. 
One fet of men were bcft to catch another.— A fmuggler was the 
bcft man to catch fmugglers ;-^he would know all their tricks ;^— he 
would fufpeft their practices by a confcioufnefs of what he would 
*bave prai^fed himfelf, if he had not been admitted into a fnug birth 
in the Cuftoms ; but though he was. a proper perfo|i to catch his old 
VoL-XXXVIIi. Uh ^ 
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oooipanions, would you inveft Mm ^th pavmen to attack and ruin 
die fair trader i And as to its poliey, if it was the general opinion 
of the country, that there (kould be a whtm, it would be irreiiftible. 
If their grievances were reaU they ought to be redreffed, and that 
they had real grievances was certain, for die Commiffioners of Ac« 
counts, appointed by ParUament iticlf, had reported on the enor^ 
mous finecures, expences, and burthenfome offices of Govemmeiit. 
They had complained of barracks, and furely there had been a time 
fince the Revolution when the ere£lion 'of barracks would not have 
given alarm and uneaQnefe to the country. It was not politic to pufb 
men upon ^efe fubjeds. They would grow defperate if Minifters 
fliould thus go on, flep by ftep, in encroadui^ upon their liberties. 
Then vAiat was the benefit to be expedted? That there fhould be nc^ 
needt^ for the dtfcuirion of popular fubjeds. Was that a (late of 
fociety to be wifbed for i Was it wife to break the fjnrit, deftroy the 
vigilance, and allay in the breafts of the people all zeal for the Con- 
flttution r Emigrations had been too frequent of late, not merely of 
people, but of wealth, induftry, and talents. They would noc di- 
minifh under fuch meafures. A law againfl convcndons, as iii 
Ireland, though a harfh meafure, would have been milk and water 
to this ; and feeing it in this view, he believed that diey had odxer 
dian their profefled obje£b in their contemplation. They wanted 
to train up herds of inibrmers, as was done in the reign of Charles IL 
and even in that of King William and Mary, by whom men of zxio* 
Iher defcripdon from thofe now in jail were to be attacked. Wbal 
Btihop Burnet fidd of the informers and forgers of thefe times, when 
the hands of Peers were fo dextroufly imitated as to elude their own 
dete^ion, ought to make them cautious of a meafure that might gc« 
nerate the fame tribe. They ought not, upcHi mere fchocd language, 
io g^ve up the great fecurity of Bridlh freemen* For bimfelf, he 
entered a folemn proteft againft the meafure, and as he might not 
be prefent again, againft any further meafure they might attempt of 
a (imilar kind. He deprecated the delufions diey were hddrng out ; 
they knew well whether there were arms hoarded up in the country^ 
No quantity of arms could be procured without their knowledge. 
The trade would know of orders to any extent, and they were b 
connedied with the trade, that they^ would have immediate informa- 
tion. As to ncw-£i(hioned arms, and the dramatic reprefentatioas 
of pulling, out daggers from under their cloaks, it was too contempti^ 
ble a manoeuvre for die good fenfe of the country. He advifed them^ 
to go upon a broader ground of wifidom, and upon a larger line of 
policy, if diey meant to extricate die country fsooi the dreadful abyfr 
into which they had plunged k. > 
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The Duke bf LEEDS read a quotation from an atioAymous au« 
thor on the meafure In the year 1 7 2^, (one of the writers of Sir 
Robert Waipole) againft perfons profefling an ill-timed concern for 
the conftitution, an^ covering their oppofition to a neceflaiy* law^ 
under the thin veil of patriotifm. The prefent meafure was feriout* 
and would be criminal but for the dire and uigent noceffitjr. He 
owned himfelf an Alarmift of a long date, ever finee the month of 
November, 1792. He was convinced, that if they did not pow 
arm Government with laxge powers, they would not long have any 
Habeas Corpus either to maintain or fufpend. 
■ The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, he (hould not have occa- 
fion to go at much length into the queftion, as he had been fo ably 
anticipated by other Lords. He would tpczk firft as to die form and 
courfe of their proceedings. The precedent of 1 7 2 2 was perfeAly 
in point, only that (b much pains had not been taken in ^ving to 
the Houfe full information : furely, whatever objedion mig^t be 
made, it could not be alledged that it had not been fully di&uiTed : 
th;re had been much extraneous matter, but on die real pcnnt at 
iiTue, there had been but little argument. After cli^anng away 9t 
vulgar error, that it was a fufpenfion of the Habeas Corpus a£ly 
and that no adion would lie for (alfe imprifonment ; that it wasi a 
full indemnity to Minifters for all adits, arid gave them the power 
of lettres de cachet ; and that it was a revolutionary meafure ; therp 
had been no conteft about the principle. It had been admitted, that 
if there were a Convention, or a meeting called by any other namOf 
which aimed to give laws to Parliament and the country, this mea^ 
fure would be wife and falutaiy. The only difference then be- 
tween them was about the fad — whether diefe Societies did really 
aim fo to give laws to the country, or merely meant a parliamentary 
reform. To prove that, in his mind, they meant nothii^ fo little 
as a parliamentary reform, which he contended was tried, fettledy 
and extinguifhed in 1781 and 1782, he went over all the doca- 
ments in the Report-i^-defcribed the late Britiih Convention in Edible- 
burgh, before it was cruQied by the vigour of the MagiftrateSy 
wjiich was altogether on the French model, with their Prcfident, 
their bell, their citizens, &c. &c., and which had obvioufly die 
French model in view in dieir proceedings. Their numbers he 
could not afeertain. They probably exaggerated their numbar 
themfelves* He did not thi^k them numerous, but they were at 
leaft tenfold the number of thpfe who b^n the riots in 1 7 8 o* It 
was eafy to treat as imaginary all dangers t)^t ^erc chefl^ed in th$ 
bud^ Qoe of di^ iirieft ppets hdd faid, 
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^* Tseafons are never own'd but when dcfcry'd, 
*^ Succefsibl crimes alone arc juftify'd*" 
He concluded, therefore, with faying that he had n6 doubt but the 
Houfe would fee the neceflity of placing the confidence in MimAers 
which this bill defighed^ and that it was a feafbnable nteafur0 of 
precaution to guard all that was facred in the country. 

The Houfe then divided on the queftion of adjournment : 
Contents - 9— Proxies - a 
Not contents 108— -Proxies - 11 

It was then moved that the bill be read a fecmd time* 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE expreffed his hope, that at fa 
late ah hour, (paft two o'clock in the morning) they would not pufh 
this queftion farther that night. It had been dated that they might 
likely receive a petition toi-monow. The ftanding order againft 
reading a bill twice on one day v^s not unknown to the people ; 
what muft not that Houfe facrificc in charafter and in opinion, if 
they violated their own ftanding orders, in fo marked a way, ob- 
vioufly to prevent the people from elliercifing their right of petition- 
ing ? Surely they would do more injury than they could obtain good 
by the hurry ! The noble and learned Lord had faid that. the quef- 
tion of parliamentary reform was finally fettled and put to deep ip. 
1782. He denied the hA, He was fure the Duke of Richnx>nd 
would deny the faft ; Mr. Wyvill would deny it. It was impof- 
fible to believe that the men whom Minifters had fent to the Tower 
could have entertained the abfurd hope of overturning the Govern- 
inent, at a tiifie when Government was fo remarkably ftrong.— - 
There v^ere among them fome men of as brilliant abilities as any 
men now living, (and he wiftied that they had always dire£ied their 
abilities to good ends) and they at leaft could not be fufpciSled of 
the folly of a fchemc fo ridiculous and romantic. The noble and 
learned Lord had faid that this would not prevent an aftion for falfe 
imprifonment. • He knew, that in 1 7 1 5 it was underftood that it 
tf d give complete indemnity to the Privy Council for all commit- 
ments, and he feared that this would be found to do the fame. He 
conjured them,, therefore, to go no farther for this night at leaft. 

The queftion was put, That the bill be now read a fecond time, 
imd carried in the affirmative. 

It was then moved. That the bill be now committed, and which 
being carried, the Houfe went into a Committee of the whole 
Houfe, the Earl .of Cathcart in die chair, and went throu^ the 
bifl. 

The Houfe being refumed, Lord Cathcart feported thai diey 
l)ad gone through the bill without amendments. 
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Earl STANHOPE then moved, That the Houfc do now ad-. 
. joum, and the queftion being put, it was n^tived. 

Ij was then moved, " That the bill be no\y read a third tloM^ 
and the Houfe divided : ' 

Contents, 92 ; NonpQptents, t. 
It was then moved. That the bill do pafs. O/dcrcd. 
That a meffage be fent to the Houfc of Coipnionsi acquainting 
them therewith. Ordered. 

PROTESTS 
Againft ihe BUI for fufpending the HABEAS CORPUS ACT. 

DieJovUi iLtdoMati, 1794. 

Moved, That the bill, intituled, ** An Aft to impower His Majcfty to 
fecure and detain fuch jperfons as His Majefty (hall iufpeft are confpiring; 
againft his perfon and ^overament'," be read a firfttime. 

The qdeftion was put thereupon* 

It was refolved in the affirmative. 

Then the faid bill was read the firft time. 

^Diflcntipnt, 
Becadfe I abhor the idea of eftablifliing a dangerous and unconftitudonal 
iyftem oi letters of Cachet in this country. 

STANHOrS. 


Die yovis, 22do Mail, 1794^ 

Moved, That the Habeas Corpus fufpenfion bill be read the diiid^ 
time. V 

Read accordingly. 
The queftion was put, "Whether this bill (hall pafs?^ 

Contents, 95 ; Not contentSj, 7, 
Refolved in the affirmative. 

Diffentient, 
I ft, Becaufe no evidence has been laid before us, that this kingdom is 
at prefent in thofe circumftances of imminent danger and imperious neod^ 
fity which alone, in our opinion, would juftify even the temporary furren- 
der of that facred fundamental law which is the fole guardian of the perfonal 
liberty and fecurity of our fellow-fubjedls. None of thcfe circumftances, 
either of foreign invafion or of domeftic infurredHon, or of formidable 
confpiracy, now exift which induced our anceftors to commit their liber- 
ties to the perilous guardianftiip of a defpotical authority. Inftead of. 
futh an unequivocal public d^ger, which filences all deliberations and 
over-rules all laws, we are now required to veft an arbitrary power in His 
Majefty's Minifters upon the authority of a detail of the offences of indi- 
viduals or focieties, whofe ftrength and numbers are not proved to our ap- 
prehenfton to be fuch as would juftify fuch a meafure as the prefent, efpc- 
cially as the ordinary operations of the law is fufficient to check the fpirit 
which is fuppofed to prevail. - One of the worft effeds of the conduft of 
thefe Societies is their having operated as the inftrument for former- artifi- 
cial panics, and as a pretext for former meafures, in our opinion the moft 
hazardous and pernicious. They continued the (ame condu^without ixw 
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j«iy experien^ by thePuUic^ without acceffion of ftrengAfrwitiioiit die 

proof of any change in their fyftems or dcfiens. We cannot dierefore with* 
out betraying the truft repofed in us, con&nt to refign the liberties of aU 
oar fellow fubje6h to the difcretion of the fervants of the Crown, on no 
better ground than that of a catalogue of o6»nces which faaYe boealong ao« 
torious to the whole kingdom. 
2dly, Becaufe even the proof that fome individuals entertain tho&def- 

Erate defigns which have been afcribed to them would not, in our opinion* 
rro any juftification of the prefent meafure. From the revolution to the 
complete defeat of the preteniions of |he Hoafe of Stuart the wifdom of 
our anceilors did not deem the exiftence of a zealous, powerful, and in- 
defatigable Jacobite party a fufficient reafon, without overt a6ls of rebel* 
lion, or adlual exifling confpiracy, for fubje^ing the perfonal liberty of 
the whole kingdom to the will of Miniftera. Miferabk indeed, and pre« 
carious is our condition, if, at the pleafure of a handful of vifionaries and 
incendiaries (charaders which every age produces, and diiguifes which the 
agents' of every Government may aifume,) our liberties are to be laid under 
a legal intcrdid, and Minifiers are to be veiled with an arbitrary power 
over the perfons of all the freemen of this realm. 

3dly, Becaufe, even if the danger had been as real and imminent as is 
pretended, it might have been provided againft by meafures far leis odious 
than that of depriving the fubjofl of thofc rights of perfonal fccurity which 
diftinguifhes the £fritifh Conftitution beyond any other free Government 
'ancient or modern, and changing it for the time from a Government of 
law to a Government of will. One expedient, comparatively more mo- 
derate, is obvious, namely, to pat the law refpefline bail for mifdemean^ 
CIS which affed the State for a limited time on the Bime footing with bail 
in ipafes of treafon. 

4thly, Becaufe this bill appears to us, under a (till more melancholy and 
alarming afpedl, when we combine it with declarations which have been 
made by confiderable perfons during the dependence of this bill. Even 
fhis, the utmoft extremity to which our anceftors were ever driven, by 
the prefTure of the greateft danger, is but the prelude to a fyftem of mea« 
fares (if poflible) dill more violent and arbitrary. Thefe menaces too 
forcibly illullrated by fome pad meafures, in our opinion of a rigour 
equally impolitic and odious, fill us with the moft melancholy iqppr^en- 
*^ons that defigns ar&entertained by a progrelfive feries of encroachments, 
|o annihilate all the rights of Englifhmen, and to cxtinguilh all the fat 
principles of the Britim Confticution. 

5thly. Becaufe the ptecipitation with which this bill haa been hnnriod 
through the Houfe is both indecent in itfelf, and dire^y r^ngnant to two 
(landing orders of this Houfe, one of the 28th of TgQe» iji^k and the 
cither of the 2tth April, 1699, ftanding orders w^ica infure^othis Hoi^fe 
|he advantages of mature deliberation, and to the fubje6l the invaluable 
privilege of petitioning againfl meafures whicb| like the prefent^ arefub* 
ycrfiye of bis fundament^ rights. 

ALBCMAaLIf 
> iPlOFORD. 

Laudiudali, 

pB&BT. 


The fbllowihg noble Peers were the Minority, in thedivifion onThur^ 
^ay, againft the bill for fuf|)endin§ tHc Habeas Corpus aft J 


A. 1794. DEBATES. 335 

TbeDokeofBedfiafd, EaiiStanhops 

Maurqttii of Lanfilovmf Earl of Egmont 

Earl of Derby Earl of Thanet 

Earl of Lauderdale Lord St. John 
Earl of Albemarle 

fKOXIIS. 

Duke of Grafion Lord Chedwortlu 

Fridajj 23^ May.- 

The Marquis of LANSDO WNE gave notice, Aat very recent 
accounts had been received from America, which appeared to him 
of fo much oonfequence that he thought it his indifpen(able duty to 
move, '< That the Ploufe of Lords ihould be fummoned to take 
them into confideration on Monday next.'^ 

By a commiilion, eighty bills, public and private, were pafled, 
among which was the bill for the fufpenfion of the Habeas Corpus 

aa. 

Mondofy ihtb May* 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE rofe and faid, that it was noC 
tus intention to have troubled the Houfe again this feflion, but though 
g^ntleo»en might be fuppoff^ to fecede from Parliarnent, through 
difguft or difapprobation of the meafures of Miniders, yet he could 
not, confident with his duty, avoid trefpaiCng on their Lordfhips^ 
patience, when any new matter occurred that called forth public dif- 
cuflion. He muft, he faid, take this opportunity to return his obli^ 
gations to their Lordflups in having honoured him with their patience 
during feveral long and tedious difcuflions, the more fo a:s many of 
the queftions agitated, were thofe on wluch their Lordlhips had made 
up their mind« With refpeft to the great points now pendir^, he 
had laid down a propofition for himfelf, that every meafure they had 
ufed was irepugnant to what experience ought to have fuggefted. 
!He declared, that the prefent fyftem of unqualified fcverity purfuing 
by Admimfiration, was, in his mind, big with danger, replete 
with misfortune, and full of matter of great and weighty importr 
He conceived, that the real obje<ft of Adminiflratbn (hould be af- 
certained, before their Lordihips fhould fubmit to thofe trials which 
thcjr wiflied to carry into cfFe£t* With refpcdl to the ci:Ainitry, he 
Uras far from dating, that it did not require fome meafures to infure 
a continuancie of the public tranquillity, and the beft means of efFeft- 
• ing this Would be by fome nreceflkry'reform, which would tranquil- 
ize the public miifct, aitd prevent the ncceffity of having recourfe to 
thofe htrlh axydt ftrong meafures which Miniftcrs had injudicioufly 
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adopted. ' To prcfervc peace and 'the public fetfiirifjr, h<{ yf9b\M tc- 
oommend a reform in the municipal Government : he wifhed to fee 
Ae difF^ent corporations confift of independent Qentlemen, capable 
of fupporting the dignity, and properly difcharging the duties, in 
their refpedtive iituations. He would wiih to fee the magiftnites 
men of charader aiid independent of Minifters. He did not ifiuch 
admire feeing His Majefty's Attorney' and Solicitor Generals em- 
ployed as they were at prefent ; for a few days fince he fent his agent 
to confult them on particular bufinefs, but the anfwer he received 
was, that they could not be confulted, as they were then employed 
in taking the examinations of perfons fulpefted of treafonable and fe- 
ditious pradHces. He conceived that the prefent alarm was a libel 
oh the ' charafter of Englifhmen, for every foreign Minifter widi 
whom he had ever converfed, were warm in their panegyrics of die 
people of England, whom they pronounced the moft peaceable and 
leaft addicSed to" blood of any people' on the fdrface of the globe. 
He was aftoniflied when he had heard that the great Officers of State 
were employed in infpecfting inftruments of cruelty, calculated for 
the purpofes of aflaffination. For their Lordftiips, according to the' 
Minifterial rumours of the day, were not to be blown up, as for- 
merly, by Guy Faux and his emiflaries, but they were to. be maf- 
lacred by their mercilefs countrymen. Or the fubjefl: of foreign af"- 
£urs, he had at the commencement of the feffion, obtruded his 
opinion on their Lordfliips, and nothing which had occurred fiiice, 
but ferved to confirm him in his former fentiments. There were; 
none of their Lordftiips who could remain blind to the prefent fitua* 
tiori of public affairs. Our fituation was publicly known, and pub- 
licly fpokeriof, arid nothing could appear invidious in dwelling on a 
topic, that ought to be deeply impreffed on the minds of their Lord- 
fhip^. There wa6 no man who had not been acquainted with the 
lofs of our artillery. There was no man who did not contemplate 
with horror, the immerife eff^ufion of hunian blood ! It was well 
known that the allies w6re riot difpofed to continue the war ; and 
the number of fick firtce the commencement of the prefent cam- 
paign, which was but little more than fix weeks, exceeded in num- 
ber the amount of the fick during the whole of the laft year! If rhcif 
Lordftiips were to caft their eyes towards Holland, they would per- 
ceive the jealouf}^ that exifted there, in confequence of our Weft-Iri- 
dia acquifitions, and the confequent monopoly of the fugar trade. 
If we look to the defperate fituation of Italy with regard to France, 
there we ftiall alfo find a people who 'reprobate our perfeverance in 
the prefent rafti and impolitic hoftilities* It was the fame with re- 
fgcdt to Spain i and he aiked Miniiters, whether they did hot feci 
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themfelves fomewhat inclined to relent when they received the ac-* 
count of the fpilling the blood oF 1 2^000 men, as afferted in theii* 
laft difpatches from Flanders. Thefe were horrid circulnftances to 
relate, terrible to think of, and the more fo, when it muft be con- 
fefled, that we were not the nearer our objcft. He ile^t, in eluci- 
dation of the fubjedi of war, called their lx)rd(hip^* attention to the 
papers which pafled between a Chinefe and Ruflian Miniftef. The 
Ruffian boaded, that with 1000 men, his Cdurt could beat' the 
Chinefe army coniiiling of 1 5,000. Aye,' but continued the Chi- 
nefe, if you bring 2000 men into the field, we (hall bring 30,000^ 
and ib on to an immenfe amount. This do£trine applied, he faid, 
to the prefent war, and might be carried to the extent menaced by 
the Chinefe, to the deftrudlion of great numbers of the human race* 
This was defcribed as a war of Kings ; but at prefent, it is a King 
fitting againft a million of Kings, for in France every man feels 
ftat he is a King, for there every man feels himfelf on a level with 
his neighbour. Minifters fhould refledl deliberately, and with great 
care, 00 this circumftance, before they attacked frefh enemies^ and 
other nations. He had, he faid, great apprehcnfions with regard 
to neutral nations. What had been dated refpe6ting the conduct 
of the 6riti(h Court towards Tufcany, was a matter which a noble 
Lord (Auckland) could be truAed completely to confute. He wilh- 
cd the noble Lord to condefcend and ftate, if there was an article irt 
the treaty, figned by l;iim in his official capacity, and the Grand 
Duke, that had not been laid before their Lordfhips. An article, 
which not only peremptorily required that Prince tobanifh emigrants 
from his country, but fuch of his own fubjeds as the Britifti Court 
fhould demand. He defired nothing better than to have this cir- 
cumftance difavowed, and for this purpofe he^ve his Lordftiip ^rt 
opportunity of eiq>laining and difclaiming the affertion. He felj 
with concern, he faid, the opportunity Minifters. gave to their ene- 
mies of rejoicing and exulting over their failures at Corfica ; the lofi? 
of fhipping, from whatever negligence it proceeded, was a lament- 
able circumftance, and our failures in that quarter were looked upon, 
not only by our enemies, but many of our allies, as a difgrace^ 
However fnug Minifters may confole themfelves in the enjoytrient 
at home, of their places and emoluments, he would not difturb their 
happinefs by moving for any papers relative to Tufcany, Sweden^ 
and Denmark ; but there was another neutral power, America, the 
fate of which, he trufted, was not to be decided by their nods, their 
ihrugs, or fupercilious demeanour. He expefled on this fubjeft art 
explicit anfwer, before the Houfe vrzs precipitated into a war with 
that Republic, which, excluftvc of the cxpence, would b^ attended 
Vol. XXXVIII. Xx 
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^ith the ruin of upwards of 40,000 manufadhirersi employed in 
exports for that country. There was; befides, to be taken into 
conrideration twp hundred thoufand tons of (hipping, befides riilung 
the province of Canada. Minifters ihould alfo confider the relatiyc 
fituation of the Weft India Iflands^ on the conqucft q( which they 
fo much enlarged, as it ftood with refpe<fi to America ; they {boul4 
refleft how much thcfe iflands depend on the Continent of America* 
They (hould conteoiplatc, that our commerce inth^t quarter was a 
matter of infinite magnitude : thefe were not merely idle words, and 
ought not to be treated lightly. Mercantile men are anxious to be 
ii>formed, and (hould be informed, what were the intentions of Go* 
vernment with refpedt to America. Was it the determination to 
force tliem into the prefent combinationi or was diere a fixed dcGffi 
to plunge this country into a war with that Republic. In the hiftory 
of this country a pjropcnfity to fuicide was attributed to its individuals, 
but it may not be confined to individuals, and if we may draw an 
inference from the condu6t of Minifters, fuicide may extend to na- 
tions, and this country be equally remarkable for fuch a charader 
as its natives. It was the marked difpofition of Britifh Minifters 
to meet with (ilence every queftion which they did not chufe to an- 
fwer ; if, therefore, an anfwer was refufed to a fimple queftion, he 
ipuft be under the nec^iTity of confldcring fuch (ilence as an anfwer 
tp his quc(lion in the affirmative. 

The lirft ftep taken by Government, which roanifeftcd fenti- 
ments of hoftility towards America, was, he affirmed, the order of 
(Council of June 8, 1793, which empowered His Majefty's (hips 
to detain all vefTels bound to France with corn and flour. 

The fecond ftep taken, was the directions i(rued to the com- 
manders of all (hips of war, to (eixe all (hips entering into any 
blockaded ports, except thofe of Denmark and Sweden. 

He was fenfible that arguments would be offered to (hew that 
Sweden and Denmark were exempted by treaty from thefe mea- 
fures ; for in point of fa6l Government had no good reafon to hope 
they (hould fucceed in fo prepofterous an idea as that of (larving the 
French to death. At all events, it was a horrid fuppofition, and 
unworthy a free and generous nation. If Minifters were not bound 
in policy, they (liould at leaft pay fome refpeft to the Family Com- 
paift, to prevent the har(h meafures adopted. When the order of 
Council was made in November, the whole city was in motion, and 
the merchants thought proper to make an application on the fubjedt. 
5ixty American (hips had been feized in the Weft Indies^ and the 
country muft be unqueftionably involved in war, if the order of 
Council was not revoked. The r)oblc Marquis next noticed the 
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condudof this country with refpeft to Pbrtugal And Alglefs ; and 
adverted to a paper which he juft received. This, he faid, had 
sipfieared in a New- York newfpaper ; it was extraordinary in i^s 
nature, and he had every reafon to believe was authentic. It con- 
tained Lord Dorchefter's reply to feventeen tribes of Indians, oh 
the I oth of February, of the feven villages of Lower Canada, as 
deputies from all the nations, except three. [Here the noble 
Marquis read the reply of Lord Dorchefter, the fame as read in 
the other Houfe by Mr. Sheridan ; for which, fee the proceedings 
of the Commons of the fame date.] /After a paper of this extraor- 
dinary kind, was it to be wondered that the Americans had laid ah 
embargo on (hips in their ports for thirty days ? After all the exaf- 
perating circumftances of our conduft, after condefnning fo many 
of their (hips, could any noble Lord, judging frotn his own feel- 
ings, wonder that they had been at length roufed into a(?tive indig- 
nation ? And yet their moderation and forbearance had been exem- 
plary. His pockets were fvjll of the proceedings, in which, with 
temper, kindnefs, and regard for this country, (the reverfc of what 
we had pradifed towards them) they had come to this meafure mtti 
the moft remarkable reluctance. But flefli and blood could not bear 
the outrages they had received. What motives Minifters could 
have for their treatment of the American people — ^what motive for 
involving this country with its old brethren, with that people whorfi 
it ought to be our deareft wifli to cherifh and conciliate, he pro- 
feifed he could not conceive. Had it been held by Minifters who 
oppofed the peace that was made with the Americans, or who thought 
it a bad, improvident, ill-judged, and fbolifh peace, and that op- 
portunities ought to be fought and fcized on for recovering what 
wa^ then furrcndered, it might at leaft be accounted for, though 
itot in ouf prefent circumftances juftified ; but the Minifters who 
had ai^ed in this ftrange way towards America, were fome of therfi 
perfohs who had affifted in making the peace ; who were well ac- 
quainted with, and who entirely approved of the motives on which 
every part of the conditions of the peace were founded, and there- 
fcre their motives were to him infcrutable. Their meafures tended 
to deftroy all harmony, all confidence between this country and 
America ; had they changed their opinions with refpe6t to America ? 
He was not an enemy to men*s changing their opinions upon great 
^litical queftions, ad men might fee good and fufficient reafon for 
fo doing, 1>ut in fuch cafes they ought with candour to ftate the 
grounds upon which they had fo changed. Did they mean to fay 
th^ they were young men when the peace with America was made ; 
that they were not experienced in bufinefs ; and that they had been 
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deceived by a man in whom they placed indifcreet coilfidence ; but 
that now they faw reafon for changing their opinion on the fubje^ ? 
Undoubtedly they might reafon in this manner, but no fuch lan- 
guage had ever been ufed. They had never given a hint even that 
they now thought otherwife of the American peace, than they did at 
the time. . What arguments there were againft the reftitution of the 
pofis, ftipulated to be given up by the treaty, he knew not, nor 
would he inquire into, the previous circumftances of contention be- 
tween the two countries, which could not be recurred to without 
exciting horror in the breaft of every feeling and honourable. man. 
He wifhed not even to glance at thofe circumftances ; he wiflied 
that the tranfaflion with Algiers fhould be totally ftifled ; for no 
^ pne part of our conduft would redound either to minifterial or na- 
tional credit. It was not his wilh to widen but to heal the diffe- 
rences between the two countries, and his motive for agitating the 
J)ufinefs was, to give to Minifters the opportunity of clearing them- 
felves from imputations, which, if falfe, might produce moft dread- 
ful confequences. If they were true, it was fit to bring them for- 
ward, that the wifdont of the Legiflature might correft the rafhnefs 
of the Government. He had no hoftility to Minifters in the affair. 
In private life, if a perfon was vilified, an honourable and candid 
man would feirly tell him what was imputed to him, that he might 
juftify himfelf, if right, or prove his innocence, if afperfed. . He 
ihould be happy to hear that this was not a genuine paper ; that 
Lord Dorchefter had no fuch communication ^ith the Indians ; and 
that it was a mere newfpaper ftory, unfounded in fadl. If thii 
ihould come out, his agitation of the matter would do good, as it 
would ferve only to tranquilize the minds of men, and open the way 
for perfeft conciliation, which he moft devoutly wifhed. He con- 
cluded with moving, " That an addrefs be prefented to the King, 
praying that His Majefty would give dircSions that there be laid 
before this Houfe copies of fuch inftrudions as have been given or 
fent to Lord Dofchefter, relative to all differences fubfifting between 
this country ^nd tjie United States of America, as well ^s fuch com- 
munications a^ he may have made of conferences with the Indian 
tribe? r^ative thereto," 

Lord GRIENVILLE faid, thcjioble Marquis had thought pro- 
per to introduce a great deal of matter that was perfedlly extraneous 
to the real fubjedl in difcuffion now before their Lordfhips ; into 
rnqch of which, he (hould not follow him; but in fome, he muft; 
for although many parts of the fpeech of the noble Marquis were 
foreign to the fubjeft, yet perhaps there was no part of it that was 
quite foreign to the purpofe of its author. With regard to the firft 
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of it, which related to what the noble Marquis had pleafed to call 
the unequalled (everity of our Executive Government, and the 
dangers whkh he fuggefted as likely to enTue, both from our con- 
duct to foreign powers, and our internal policy, he would anfwer, 
that the condu(5t of the Executive Grovernment, and that of die 
Le^flature too, had been fo far from meriting that diaradbr, that he 
was confident both would be found, on a fair examination into cir- 
ccunftances, to have been lenient, and perhaps in fome inftances^ 
criminally tender to thofe who deferved immediate puni(hment. 
Companng it with the condu6l of another country, who were faid 
to be now fighting for its liberty of perfon and opinion, and who 
on that account ought to be liberal as well as adtive, the Minifters 
of this country had been unufually lenient and tender, perhaps to a 
degree of criminality. For with us, matter of opinion had never 
been interrupted until it grew up into a6tion, and now we were in 
fome degree feeling the evil efFedts of fuch actions. As to a great 
part of die fpeech of the noble Marquis, the condud of Parlia- 
ment had been a fair refutation to the calumny which it feemed in- 
tended! to convey. Widi refped to that part of his Lordfhip's 
fpeech, which went to lament the calamities of war, he believed 
there was no good individual in this humane country, who did not 
feel as feriouily upon that fubje6t as himfelf — calamities much 
more likely to be increafed than diminilhed by the language the 
Houfe had heard to day : for it was much better calculated to in- 
flame die angry paflions dian to appeafe them. While we were 
thus called upon to lament the calamities of war, it (hould not be 
forgotten how we got int^ it. Was it not entered into on our part 
after having fufFered infiilt upon infult ? And what was at lad left 
to us, but to itand forward and defend ourfelves againft that veiy 
enemy, whofe whole condu6l had been a continued feries of infult 
and aggravation ? • If, therefore, war brought on calamities, the 
misfortune on our part was unavoidable, and the caufe of it muft 
be imputed to thofe who commenced it, and not to us, who had no 
choice between hoAility and difhonour/ or even deftru£lion : and if 
the War had been carried on in a manner different frofn the mode 
which had been adopted for the lafl; century, the French had com- 
menced that mode ; they had hitherto proceeded in it as if they had 
entirely loA all their ideas of civilization : this added throughout 
Europe to the abhorrence and deteftation which every humane breaft 
muft feel for their proceedings, and the principles from which they 
arofe. Let the noble Marquis then attribute this barbarous change 
in the conduA of war to its agents, the French, and not to the 
brave and humane Englifh. As to what the noble Marquis had 
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. faid on the coriduA^ of this country towards neutral nations, he was 
perfuaded that the more it was examined the more it would appear 
to be confonant to the fpirit of the law of nations ; he would go 
farther, and affert, that if this country was blameable at all on 
that fubje6t, it was for having exercifed an unufual lenity and for- 
bearance—if any perfon capable of forming an opinion on that 
point, would look into all that bsid been written by the beft authors 
on the law of nations, under the article of felf-dcfence, he would 
find, that what he had alresidy faid, with regard to this country, 
was &n6k\y true. Much had been faid upon the liberality of the 
Englilh charadter; he agreed it was a liberal charafter, and he 
hoped it would ever retain it ; but he knew of no right the Execu- 
tive Government had in being liberal in facrifking the interefh of 
the country to the views of its enemies, while we were carrying 
on a defenfive war. He came now, he faid, to a particular olv 
(ervation, which he thought himfelf called upon to make upon the 
obje<3 of the motion of the noWe Marquis. Whatever he diought, 
he felt himfelf bound in decorum, decency, and refpeA to that 
Houfe, not to exceed the limits of its rviles and orders ; all, there- 
fore, he could fay, that, be the motives of the noble Marquis 
what they might, with his fenfe of the duty of an Englifhman, 
and more particularly with his fenfe of the duty of a Member of a 
Britiih Parliament, he fhould not have been induced to make a 
fpeech fimilar to that which preceded the prefent motion : however, 
all that the Houfe could do, was to prevent the effedl the fpeech 
might otherwife produce. The noble Marquis had faid, that the 
Government of this country had condu<5tied itfelf nnjuftly towards 
America, with reference to the plan of our peace with the Unite4 
States— a plan which the noble Marquis maintained to be a wife 
One, and deliberately adopted feveral years ago, and which it was 
now faid the Government of this country difrqgarded and abandon- 
ed, arid that we were now purfuing meafures with America which 
tended to involve us in a war with diem. With regard to the j^an, 
as it had been adopted, he tliought this country bound to ^bide by 
k ; he at that time had no fhare in AdminiAration, he only gave 
his vote as a Member of Parliament, and he certainly gave it in 
favour of the peace which had been concluded, not as approving dU 
the claufes, and thinking them advantageous to this country, but 
that our ikuation was fuch as obliged us to adopt the tearm^, if bet- 
ter could not be had ; and feeif^ no reaibn to think that any indu 
vidual had mifcondudted himfelf on our part in that treaty, he vdC- 
ted for that peace v all he fhould fay was, that he had not ton' 
verfed with any individual who underfiood that iubjedi^ who had 
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«ny idea that the boundaries were of any advantage to this country. 
The article might have been neceiTaryy as perhaps' we could not 
have had better terms, but when concluded, they muft be bind- 
ing, and muft, therefore, be punftually obferved ; they muft be 
obferved, however, like the terms of all other treaties— mutually 
and reciprocally obferved ; and it would be new, indeed, in the 
affairs of States, if a nation, making confiderable facrifices on its 
part, (hould not expedl to obtain alfo the advantages of that treaty 
to itfelf ; fuch never had been the conftrudlon of treaties, while 
they were to be interpreted by good fenfe. It would be idle for 
him to fay any thing more on that part of the fubjeft. He could 
have no intereft, he faid it with fincerity-— he had no diiinclination 
towards America ; he had no defire that we (hould be on any other 
footing towards them than that of perfedl aniity and good corre- 
fpondencc. He could fay more ; as to his condud iince he had 
been charged with that office which he now held : he had delivered 
it as his opinion, in which he concurred with all public men he 
knew, diat the intereft of America and Great Britain was to be on 
terms of friendfhip and good will ; and this was mutual. On that 
principle, he would be bold to fay, the whole conduit of the Exe- 
cutive Government of this country had been uniformly guided, 
during the whole period fince the conclufion of the peace. The 
noble Marquis had inftnuated to the contrary : he faid that our Go- 
vernment had departed fVom the terms : he really did not com- 
prehend that. What reafon there was for bringing forward the 
charge he did not know. He was ftill more at a lofs to know in 
what this Government had difgraced itfelf: he hoped tliat nothing 
of that fort would be felt by this country. He was ready to take 
his (hare of the refponfibility which belonged to his ftation, and for 
the advice he gave to the Sovereign on that fubjeft. The next 
point was the cafe of Algiers : and he could not refrain from fay- 
ing, that, if there were in this country any enemies to it and to 
America, defirous of propagating unfounded reports, for the pur- 
pofe of alienating America from this country, he hoped they would 
mifs their objeft. He could have wiflied that, when charges of a 
ferious kind were brought againft Government, they had been firft 
examined andafcertained before they were brought forward as mat:* 
ter of debate. It was not a light matter to make charges in that 
Houfe, and to ftate that certain reports had obtained credit: but he 
hoped and trufted they would make no more impreffion dian they 
ought to makt. He wifticd to ftate briefly and plainly the cafe upon 
this fubje£l, and their Lordihips would fee whether it bore the co- 
lour which the fpeecb of the noble Marquis was calculated to im- 
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prefs. The condud of the Executive Government upon this, at 
upon other occafions« had been dire^d with a view to repel Jaco- 
bin arms and Jacobin principles ; and if there was guilt in it, he 
b^ed leave to plead guilty. The truth was, that the Court of 
Lilbon defired us to intercede our good offices with the Barfoarjr 
powers, and that for the purpofe of enabling the Court of Lifbon 
to continue their afTiilance as our ally againft the common enemy to 
order and government — France. He was ready to confefs that he 
faw no room for deliberation u^n that fubjedt ; it was agreed upon 
at once. The Minifter on that occaiion had not been able to nego- 
tiate a peace— he had procured only a truce ; but he had conducted 
himfelf in a manner that did him honour. The noble; Marquis 
then proceeded to the order of our Government in Council, and he 
muft confefs that his obfervations on this part of the fubjedl were 
extraordinary — extraordinary indeed to come from an Engiifhman, 
and a . man who had been an Engliih Minifter. He confefTed he 
did not expedt to hear that it was a crime on the part of this coun- 
try to feize, not for condemnation, but merely to detain, after- 
wards to value, and then to pay for the cargo of fhips laden with 
corn, that were or^ their voyage for the purpofe of fupplying our 
enemy. He thought that nothing was plainer in the principle of 
the law of nations than that we had a right to detain ihips laden 
with provifions for the enemy, if we paid for them afterwards their 
full value. Indeed he thought when we ordered thefe (hips, not 
to be condemned, but to be purchafed, we did not infift fully on 
the law of nations in our favour, but relaxed even from the fpirit 
of that law. Upon this fubjed^ we had granted to America advan- 
tages that had not been sallowed to Sweden and to Denmark, they 
would have been juftified by precedent in proceeding very differently 
againft America upon this fubjefl, but all poflible care was taken 
to afford them all polTible favour and advantage. As to the paper 
to which the noble Marquis had alluded, and which he had attri- 
buted to a noble Lord of high rank and charafter, (Lcnrd Dorchef- 
ter) his anfwer fhould be very (hort— he had feen nofuch paper. 
It might be true and authentic, or it might be fal{je v but he 
thought that a New- York newfpaper was very indifferent authority 
for their Lordfhips in their high and grave aitthority to proceed 
upon. If it was true, it would be authentically tranfmitted to Go- 
vernment by the noble Lord whofe name it bore, and it would then 
be time enough to proceed upon it, but it was not proper in refpeft 
to the charadler of that noble Lord, not proper in i^efpeck to their 
own charafters, for their Lordfhips to proceed upon it without 
fome better authority. He knew this paper only from the New- 
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York newfpaper, and he oonfefTed he had no inclina^on to difcufs 
before their Lordlhips* the contents ef a NcwrYork newfpaper. 
UpQO the whole he mud fay, that the fpeech of the noble Marquis 
wa9 not confonant with hi$ motion, nor did it go to the extent of 
cfiabl^fhir^g the propriety of agreeing to this motion. He did not 
txUeve that either, whatever might be the intention of their author^ 
would have the eSeA of producing any advantage to this country. 
He believed that they might produce fome difadyantage, and the^r 
Lordihips would certainly increafe that difadyantage by aiTenting to 
this motion. 

The l)ukp of GR.AFTON faid, that to tlielaft moment of his 
}ife he flipuld/ attribute the lamentable fituatioi:i into which this coun- 
ty was plunged, to the very erroneous policy long ago adopted by 
the prefent Minifters. . Thofe who thought diiFerently, and who 
fiid npt fee the circumftances of this country in a defponding ftate^ 
that indeed was not a proper cxpreffion, for J^ritons never defpond- 
ed, but who did not think our circumftances in a mel&npholy fituar 
tion, he would advife to reded a little before they became too con-^ 
fident. Thp noble Secretary of Sratp faid (hat this would be at- 
tended i^ith harm ; in that, his Grace faid, he did not agree with 
him, for he hoped diat every word this day would lead to convince 
the Americans that we determined to do them juftice, and to avoid 
all mifunderftanding with them. The noble Secretary of State faid 
he was not anfwcrable for any thing that appeared in a Ne^v-Yorfc 
ncwlpaper ; but there were fafls perfeflly notorious which required 
explanation. We all knew there was an embargo laid on the 
fhips of America. If there was not, he begged to be better in- 
formed. He wifticd that this coyntry fhould affure America of its 
d^ermination to a£l fairly ; for if it fhould come to pafs that this 
iCountry and' America fliould lift up their arms in hoftility to pach 
other, then he fhould fay we fhould confider the relative iituations 
of the two countries and compare them ; but he wifhed them to be 
coniidered as united under a family compa6i ; and, God forbid, 
the day fhould arrive when they (hould be otherwife. It was not 
enough for noble Ix)rds to fay they knew nothing of this paper pub- 
Ufhed at New York ; they ought to know whether there was any 
thing in the inftruflions fent to Lord Dorcheflcr, that warranted 
^e fpeech faid to be made by him \ for it was a link of the chain 
which tlie Americans, whether rightly or wrongly, had confidered 
as premeditated hoftility againft them. He therefore expefled the 
Minifter to do fomething more than merely to fay he knew nothing 
of this paper. What would be the inference from filence on thEs 
occafion ? He begged, he implored the Minifter to give the Houfa 
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fome information upon the fubjedl ; a finglc "vrord might avert trc- 
mendoiis evils. 

Lord SYDNEY faid, that Lord Dorchefter was a perfon of 
the higheft prudence as well as abilities^ to which he added a par- 
ticular regard for America ; it would therefore be improper to difcufs 
bis conduft now, without being in pofleflion of thofe fafls which 
might influence his refolutions. -He faw no reafon for inftituting 
an inquiry into the contents of a newfpaper at New Yojrjt ; be 
diercfore diffentcd from the motion. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE affured the Houfe. that after 
tbe able fpeeches of the Marquis of Lanfdowne and the Duke of 
Grafton, he fliould not have conceived it neceflfary to have troabled 
their Lordfhips with any obfervations, if fome remarks which had 
fallen from Lords Grenville and Sydney, had not rendered fuch 
obfervations indifpenfably neceflfary. It had lately become a fafliion 
to talk much of extraneous matter, and in compliance with the 
fafiiion, it had been faid by the Secretary of State, tliat a great 
part of the Speech of the Marquis of Lanfdowne was extraneous. 
For his own part he had never heard arguments lefs extraneous, 
than thofe that had been ufcd in jhat fpcech. Jt had been faid, 
that events of importance had lately occurred in America, which 
events it had been thought neceflfary .to difcjufs — ^v^s there^ he 
would afk, any thing extraneous in this ? Yet, even admitting 
there was, he would contend, that the example alledged to have 
been fet by the Marquis of * Lanfdowne, had been in every refpeft 
imitated by the Sccretar)' of State ; for the former had not 'touched 
upon any fubjeft, of which the latter had not entered into as deep 
a difcuflion, as the fubjccl would admit. Adverting from the par- 
ticular fubjcdl of difcuflTion, to the internal ftate of Great Britain, 
the Secretary of State had afked with a triumphant tone, whether 
there were any harfli profecutions ? Did the Secretary, he would 
afk, fuppofe that their Lordfhips had loft all memory upon the 
fubjed r .To what part of the hiftory of this country could men 
look for fiich a fyftem of cofFec-houfe fpies apd informers as were 
now encouraged and prote6led ? Had the Secretary no recolIecSion 
*of fome recent profecutions, marked with a peculiar degree of harfh- 
' nefs and fevcrit)' ? And yet he had afferted, that fo far from thefe 
profecutions having been entered into with eagernefs, Government 
had waited.till the offences to which they applied, had ripehed into 
a£lbn. For his own part, he had heard of this ripcnefs ; but he 
contended, that it had alone been attempted to be proved by decla* 
mation. And here he could not help obferving, that when the Se- 
cretary of State talked of the noble Marquis' declamation, he was 
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himfelf adopting the fame error with which he found fault, and 
Was attempting to prove by declamation, that the country was in a 
ftatc of .rebellion. The Secretary of State having thus finiihed his 
obfervations on the ii^temal ftate of the country, had proceeded to 
its external ftatc ; ind he had aflertcd that Great Britain had bcea 
forced into the war on defenfivc grounds. Without travelling over 
the old arguments, Lord Lauderdale contendedy that it was a farce 
to fay Aat the coiJntry was aSing now on the defenfivc. But even, 
granting that the war was defenfivc at its commencement, no onfe, 
he affirmed, would deny t^at the principles of the war h?id been 
changed, and that the country was aSing now ofFenfively. What ! 
Engaged in a defenfivc war, and felze all the French Weft-India 
iflands ? Engaged in a defenfivc war, and declare that peace (hall 
not be made, till the conqueft of France be completed r This was 
the moft curious mode of proving a defenfivc war, that the imagi- 
nation of man could devife. It was a mode of proof, which fet 
at defiance all the arguments ufed by all authors who had faid, that, 
though a war might be purely defenfivc at its commencement, yet 
that the manner in which that war might be carried on might change 
it from a defenfivc to an ofl^enfive war. It had been alledged againft 
the noble Marquis, that he had adduced no fafts. Tliis alleg^ion 
was by no means correS, for fadis had been adduced, and of a: 
ftrorig nature. Was not the order of the Council a fadl ? by the 
revocation of which order Minifters had, in the moft forcible man- 
ner, condemned their own conduft ? Was not the condemnation 
of American (hips in the Weft Indies fa6t. A condemnation which; 
had proceeded on the fuppofition, that the conveyance of fugar fronv 
the Weft Indies to America, was a proof that the fugar was the 
produce of the French Weft-India iflands. Having completed thc^ 
difcuffion of the noble Marquis's fpeech, the Secretary of State had 
thought it decent, to difcufs the notions which had induced the 
Marquis to make that fpeech. It would, in his opinion, have 
been more fatisfaSory to have difcuflfed the fpeech more ably, than; 
to have thus made any objibrvations on the motives. But was tlie 
noble Lord prepared to fay, that difcuffions even of fubjedls upoa 
which no regular documents were before the Houfe was improper I 
Had his Lordftifp forgotten the debates on the Ruflian armament, 
which debates had prevented a war, and had induced tlie Minifters 
to delbend from a tone of the utmoft arrogance, to that of humiliat-^^ 
ing conceffion ? After ftating tha^ it would be more latisfadlory to 
the people, to .hear from Gavemment that Losd Dorchefter's fpeech 
had not been authorifed, his Lordlhip concluded by exprdfing hia 
abhorrence of a war with America. The prefent war with France 
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was, he was convinced, viewed by every man in the kiogdoHi as 
the mod calamitous coated in which Great Britain had ever thi 
misfortune to be engaged. 

The Earl of, COVENTRY ftated, that he had intended prc- 
vioufly to the conclufion of the American war, to have made a 
fimilar motion to the prefent in that Houfe, of which the noble 
Marquis (Lanfdowne) had then difapproved. . 

The Earl of CARLISLE was convinced that it was not the 
wifli of the Americans to go to war with Great Britain ; and he was 
alfo fure, that when it was known that the order of the Britifb 
Council had be^ revoked, the United States would relax in their 
embargo.* 

The Eari of CAERNARVON tlxought there had not bee* fuf- 
ficietit ground laid for the motion. 

The Earl of RADNOR was of opinion that a newfpaper, or 
any other import, was hot fufficient ground for a motion, howevct 
that depended ort the judgement of any noble Lord who brought it 
forward. It refted with their Lordfhips to judge whether the mo^ 
tion fhould be aflented to ; that mud depend upon the arguriknts 
ihat fhould be adducqd for and againA it. 

The Earl of MANSFIELD faid, the noble Marquis, though 
the fubje£t was old, had certainly introduced a new thought. He 
faid, a combination of Kings were fighting againfl: 9 country where 
every man was a King. He remembered having read of fome Am- 
baflador who feid, in confequence of an interview which he had with 
the Roman Senate, that he had been talking to an aifembly of Kings. 
It might be from fome old prejudices, but his Lordfhip faid, when 
a boy, he certainly regarded the Roman Senate ocherwife than he 
now did the Convention of France ; and ha wondered whether the 
poor wretches, who were daily leading to the guillotine had any 
idea of their kingly character ?• He perfcflly agreed in the. propriety 
of the meafure of refufing copies of Lord Dorchefter's inftru£lions ; 
for if that fhould become fi pradice, he faid, the iituation of a perfon 
in trufl abroad would be fuch as never to excite the envy of arfy 
man. He likewife adhered to the opinion he had often givoi on 
the law of nations, with regard to neutral powers. He thou^t 
diat the Mlnifter opght not to afford any farther information than 
he had already given with regard to the New-York paper. To fa- 
tisfy the curiofity of any noble Lord for the fake of a compromife 
in tfie debate, would be highly improper. On thefe grouads he 
^ve the motion his hearty negative. 

The Dukp of GRAFTON faid, that he prbpofed no compro- 
mife* lie thought, and he was flill of opinioni that when a Biat^ 
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tcr of fo much <?onfequeiKe was brought forward on the notoriety 
which this tranfa6lion had, it would not milbecon^e Minifters to 
give fomc fatisfaftion to this Houfc and to their country, on the 
fubjed. It was not the trueft way of maintaining their dignity, 
and it would be but poor confolation to thofe who were fuiFering ail 
the horrors and calamities of war, to be told that the forms of the 
Houfe made it inconvenient for them to take into their confidera- 
tion what regarded the fate of nations. 

The Marquis TOWNSHEND faid, in his mind, the conducS 
of ttie noble Secretary had been very fair. A paper had been read, 
of which he knew nothing, and he had fairly faid fo. They had 
nothing, therefore, before them upon which there could be queftion. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, he never wiftied to elude a queffion. 
He was not bound to anfwer the interrogatories of individual Lords. 
If the Houfe fhould demand of him the queftion, he knew his duty. 
A queftion had been put to him which he thought improper, and 
he had thought it his duty to refufe to anfwer it, but this was furely 
not eluding it. 

Earl STANHQPE faid, that the noble Secretary of State had, 
in his firft fpecch niade ufc of an expreflion which he had taken 
down at the time, and which he could not retra£t :— fpeaking of 
the paper which had been read, he had faid—" It may be true- 
it may be falfe ;" then, faid the noble Earl, we are to coUedt from 
the noble Secretary, that it is poffible inftru6lions may have gone 
out to fet on the Indians, [the Lords very generally called out or- 
der.] The conclufion was obvious, it could not be true, unlefs 
orders had gone out, and the noble Lord had faid it might be 
true. 

Lord GRENVILLE laid, that if any other noble Lord had 
made the aifertion of the noble Earl, he fhould have thought it nc- 
ceffary to reply to it, but as it came from the noble Earl, he (hould 
leave the grofs mifreprcfentation to the judgement of the Houfe. . 

Earl STANHOPE faid, he ought at leaft to ftate what was the 
grofs mifreprcfentation. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE faid, that as to the purity of 
his motives, in the prefent proceeding, he fhould certainly not con- 
defcend.to take any other notice of the obfervation that had been 
made, than to fay that their motives were before a higher tribunal 
than that Houfe, and a tribunal which he truly refpefted — they 
were before the tribunal of the public. Whofe motives were pureft, 
they and pofterity would rigoroufly examine ; for himfclf he C0uld 
fay, that if the purity of his life were to be tried by this teft, for 
he had no earthly inducement to bring forward the motion he had 
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made, than to prefcrve, if it was yet po(!ibIe, this country froni 
the dreadful fate of a war with our old brethren- He could not 
help, however, remarking on this new mode of parliamentary dlf- 
cultion which Minifters "had adopted, that of afcribing motives ta 
others which they could not juftify. Inftead of this effort of per- 
ibnality and calumny, he owned he expcded language that fhould 
have allayed the ftrment which their conduft had excited. He had 
introduced no extraneous matter, for furely it was not extraneous to 
ftatc all the circumftances of our prefent condition, when M^e were 
perhaps on the eve of plunging into a new war. With regard to 
the line of boundary, the noble Lord had faid that he had been too 
young at the time of the peace. {Lord Grenville faid, neither of 
thcfe words. Lord Lanfdowne begged that he would fay then what 
were his words.* This Lord Grenville declined to do, but faid he 
fliould explain afterwards.] The noble Lord did not chufe to take 
the ftiorteft way of fetting things right. He wi/hed to reprefeiit him 
fairly. He did not think the boundary line the moft advantageous 
part of the peace, as he had not feen reafon to think it the moft ad- 
vantageous part ; all he fliould fay on the fubjedl was, that the Mi- 
ri}fters who made the peace chofe that line of boundaries — it was 
their fault, and theirs only, if it was wrong, and they were impeadi- 
able if it was injurious to the countrj'^, for they might have kept 
die forts ; he repeated it, they might have kept the forts ; but they 
.ftudied a large and a magnanimous fyftem. They defired to ihew 
America that they coveted her friendfliip, that they had confidence 
in her truth, and that they retained no jealoufy whatever, but fur- 
rendered this barrier as the foundation of an eternal peace. They 
might have taken a narrower line of condu£t ; they might have 
fqueezed out a greater extent of country, and what would have been 
the end ? To build pentagons, fexagons, and quintagons — to flicw 
an inceflant and provoking f]pirit of jealoufy and bad neighbourhood, 
inftcad of cultivating the afFecftions of brethren, and of eftablifliing 
what had been really hrs favourite objeft, and what the noble Duke 
had happily exprefled, a family compadl with America. The noble 
Lord had faid, he ought to produce his civil-law authorities — The. 
talk lay on the noble Lord : he was not to prove the native ; and 
he was bound to fay the, noble Lord would not find his meafures 
juftified by the books. Where w^ould be find authority for ftarving 
a whole nation, for treating twenty-five millions of people like a 
bcfieged fortrefs ? Where would he find a precedent for making to- 
bacco aja article of provifion ? Where a precedent for faying to an 
independent State that they would interrupt its legitimate commerce 
on the hi^ feas, and yet to call it grace, becaufe they were pleafeJ 
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•0 ftop them from going to the markets to which they were dcftined, 
and to fct what price they pleafed upon their ftaplc produce them- 
felves. The noble Marquis concluded with an earneft exhortation 
to tlicir Lordfliips to refledl on the confequence^ of pulhing this 
condu£l farther, and he left the queftion to their Lordfhips^ fatis&d 
that the public would dp juftice to his nu>tives. 

Lord GRENVILLE (aid diat his words were, that the boundary 
line was not, in bis opinion, the moft advantageous part of the 
treaty of peace with America ; that hp had not thought fo at ths 
time — and that every thing whicli had happened fince, had tended 
only to confirm him in his opinion. 

The Marquis of MNSDOWNE, obferved that it was the firli 
time he had heard this opinion. It would have been well if it had 
been given before. He lived in habits of fuch ftrid and perfeft in* 
timacy with the noble Lord's family at that time, that fuch an opi- 
nion, if entertained by any of them, ought to Rave been communi- 
cated. On the contrary, every one of them exprelTed their perfect 
and entire approbation of the boundary line. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, he fpoke only for himfclf. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE repeated that neither he, nor 
any other member of his family, had at the time, or fince, in pi^ 
lic or private, exprcfled themfelves as he had now done abom^ the 
boundary line of the treaty. 

The Houfe then divided. 

Contents 9 ; Not Contents 69. 

The Duke of BEDFORD gave notice, that on Friday next he 
fhould call their Lordfhips' attention to a motion on the fubjeft of 
the war, and he moved tliat their Lordfliips be fummoned* — 
Orderedr 

m 

Tuefdayy 7,1 th May^ to Tiurfdayy 7.^th^ tnclufiuim 

No debate^ 

Friday J 30/A May^ 

The Duke of BEDFORD called the attention of their Lord- 
fliips to the difcuflion of the important fubjedl on which the Houfe 
had been fummoned. It was his defign, he faid, to bring to their 
jLordfliips' recoUeftion the feveral ftages of the unfortunate war in 
which we are engaged, fo as to (hew the views in which it was 
entertained by Government and the Legiflature, the diflferent afpedls 
that it had affumed at different times, and finally, to point out the 
utter impoflibriity that there was at this moment to draw any fpeci* 
fie condulion from their condudl, of what oui real intentions in the 
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VFzr were, or to limit the calamity to any objeft, ihc attainment of 
which would fatisfy their wi(he$. In doing this he (hould iind it 
necciTary ^o intrcat their Lord(hips to examine the (ituation of affairs 
hod\ at home and abroad, and rigoroufly tj> inquire whether they 
had any well-founded hopes that the fyftem which they were pucr 
futngy and the means which they had taken to accompliih it, were 
likely to produce any beneficial objeft whatever to this country, much 
lefs dje objeft which was affedted to be that which they had in view. 
Their Lordlhips would be able to enter more clearly into the dif- 
cuflion by hearing the proportions which he meant to fubmit to their 
confideration, and he fhould therefore read them in his place. The 
poble I)\x}ic here read the Refolutions which he meant to fubmit to 
th^ Houfe ^ apd he accompanied them with obfervations on each a$ 
he proce^ed. 

[Thefe Refolutions were the fame as were moved by Mr. Fox, 
In the Houfe of Commons, for which fee their proceedings of the 
fame date.] 

Thefe Refolutions, their Lordftiips would perceive^ were gene- 
tally (leclarations of fads recorded on their Journals, or taken from 
puj)lic papers, which had been laid upon, their table. The fifth 
Refolution, dating the Declaration that had been made by Lord 
Hood to the people of Toulon, was the firft inltance in which wc 
had expreifed any defign or wifli to interfere in the internal affairs 
of France. The Deczlaration of Lord Hood it was material to re- 
colle6t for the honour of the country, demanded that it fhould be 
f^Iearly feen upon what principles the rwble Lord a£ted, what terms 
he propofed, and into what engagements he entered on behalf of 
Hrs Majefty. It was a fadl recorded in the noble Lord's own 
words in the paper on the table, that he accepted of their declara- 
lion of a wifh to adopt a Monarchical Government, fuch as it was 
originally formed by the Conftituent Affembly, and that he declared 
to the people of the fouth of France, that he fhould proted thofe 
who manifciled their fentiments, and pledged the faith of the Go- 
vernment of England, to the honeft and unequivocal maintenance 
of the objedl of their Declaration. The invitation which he gave 
to the people of the Ibuth of France, to declare themfelve^^ was ac- 
cepted^ the people did rep;iir to the ftandard which he had ereflcd, 
and the noble Lord, on the 28th of Auguft, folemly accepted of 
their declaration^ and thus a fpecific ground and Qbje(ft of the war 
was held out to the people of France, and the faith of Great Britain 
was pledged to that people for this clear and fpecific objeft of the 
war. 

By the menaorial prcfcnted to Ac &ates General on the a 5th of 
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Jainusuy, i 793, and which was the fubje<£l of hJs fixth reliolutfoff, 
the perfons who had made the Conftitution which we pledged our*' 
felvcs by Lord Hood's declaration to aTift in re-eftibliflling, were 
defcribed as mifcreants affaming the name of philofophers, and which 
was reviled as the offspring of vanity and licentioufnefs. He was 
furprifed that this, and other declarations of the fame kind, did not 
produce indignation and abhorrence in' every one of th«r Loidfhips, 
as a condu6l ujtetly incompatible with the principles of all true and 
legitimate Government, and particularly fo of a Government found- 
ed on the bails of liberty, and a people who had previoufly exercifcd 
the right of forming a Government for thcmfelves. He was afto- 
nifhed that every mind capable of eftimating the bleflings of inde- 
pendence, did not revdt from the idea of dictating to another inde- 
pendent people what Government they fliould choofe, or of inter- 
fering in the fettlement of their internal concerns. If the moft def- 
potic Minifter of the moft defpotic Sovereign in Europe, had chofen* 
to interfere at the time of the happy revoluaon of Great Britain, and 
had publifhed fimilar declarations to the prefent, he afked their 
Lord(hips deliberately to confider what muft have been the feelings 
of Engliftimen on the occafion ? Human nature was the fame in fi-, 
milar circumftances every w^here. Animated wirh the defirft of de- 
livering themfelves from a ftate of the moft abjeS bondage, they 
would naturally have contemplated the interference of foreign powers, 
as a violation of their rights, and as an outrage not to be forgiven. 
If no people could indure fuch infult, if for the time they might be 
too weak to affert and maintain their rights, they would watch for 
more fuitable occaiion ; the memory of the adt would rankle in their 
breafts ; they would treafure it as a fubjedt of rooted enmity, and as 
a juft caufe for going to war the inftant that they had the means«- 
Thc French were faid to be the original declarers- of the w^ar, and 
it was called upon our parts a defenfive war. It was of little con- 
cern who were the firft declarers, in compaiifon of who were the 
firft provokers ; and he called upon their Lordfhips to fay, whethci^ 
the French could truly confider this country as their friends, an4 
whether we could look back to thefe preliminary fteps in the war with 
any fatisfa<9ion to ourfelvcs, either as to the right, the moderation; 
or the policy we had ^cercifed. The next refolutions referred to 
the means which we had taken, and to the co-operation we had fe- 
cured for the conduft of this war. Though it was faid to be a com- 
mon caufe, it was clear that the nations mentioned in his tenth rc- 
folution, who had taken no part in the war, formed a confiderable 
part of Europe ; and ccrtainlv did not confider it as a common caufe.* 
- Vol. XXXVIII, Z% 
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TTh^ <fld nc* feci that the dcftruiJHoB of the prefcnt French Govern- 
jxif^nt W^3 cflentiaX to their fecurity ;. and with re{pe£t to the Kiqg of 
PjTilffia, h<?, like thofe other poweacs, no longer felt a coaimc«i con- 
cern in the war. The fubfiify which we had been drawn in to give 
hinj, nearly double cf what was. ever paid to any foreign power, was 
evidently extorted by foixiething like a threat upon his part of with- 
drawing ftoni the war. It was fair therefore to fay that Pruffia 
4iflS^reid from ua in regard to the terror of French principles ; he 
tbpiught it no longer neceflfary upon his own account, to carry on this 
"^ai of felf defence, tbou^ confidering us perhaps as a weak and 
foo)i(h people, who were ready to purchafe his affiftance at any price, 
an^ throw away our treafures, he had no objedions to enlift as a 
mprpenary in the crufade. The prefent was called a war of hu- 
m^n^ty, and inceffant appeals were made to their Lorc^fliips' fcei- 
iogs in favour of a war that had for its object the preservation of 
order, of religion and humanity ; but it would be well for their 
J-ordfhips to recoUeft whether in our very conduct to tlie King of 
Pruflis^ we did not a<ft upon the contrary principle, and pay him a 
tibfidy only to enable him to wage the moft cruel and inhuman war 
that evejr was undertaken againft any people. When we had the 
cry of humanity for ever in our mouths, it would be well that we 
^clt it? true and genuine emotions. While we flood by to fee the 
people of Poland, loyal, faithful to their neighbours, refpeftful to 
the rights of nations, and honourable io every part of their condudt^ 
^ade the fayage prey of our allies ; nay, when we granted fubfidies 
^.enable our cdlics to profecute their injuftice with effeft, to trample 
i^pgn the aecks of this brave and gallant pec^le, without remorfe 
^d without pity, what pretenfion had we to the true feeling of hu- 
Q^anity, or h«w could we claim to ourfelves praiie for honeft and 
coivfcientious regards to the well-being of fociety ? If we made it a 
plea, that the principles of the French tended to attack the indepen- 
dence of nations, and that no neighbouring power was fafe from 
^eir refll^fs ambition and their arrogant tyranny, could we (hut our 
eyes to the fame pra£)ices in the conduct of thofe powers with whom 
w^^ were leagued ? Did we not affift thofe powers in affailing the in- 
dependence of their neighbours, in tranf^ing down order, in con- 
fpunding eftablifliments, and In fpreading ruin and defolation over 
whole countries ? It was idle and hypocritical to afliime the pretext 
of humanity in the one inftance^ while we laughed it to fcorn in the 
other. There was no integrity in our proceeding. One part of 
the war of Europe was at variance in its principle with the other. 
The .pretended defender of fecial order and of national independence 
in one place, was the aflailant and violator of independence in ano- 
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ther ; and while the people of this ecmntry were taught to believe 
that it was for virtue, and religion, and humanity, that we wetc 
at war, they were called upon for a fubfidy to one of our allies, tti- 
ormous beyond all precedent in Brttifh hiftory, to enable him to 
cany on an unprovoked and unjuft W;tr againft the brave and virtu- 
ous people of Poland. The next refolution, the noble Lord (aid, 
refeiTcd to the objeA of the war as it was originally profeffed on our 
fide, namely, the reftoration of peace on terms of permanent fecuriiy . 
This had been the firft declared intention of this country in die war. 
It ought undoubtedly to be our uniform objeA, and this in his iniftd 
could only be obtained by propofing to France equitable and moderate 
conditions. Above all, as the means of coming to a proper under- 
ftanding, a precife and direct declaration ftiould be made, folcmnly 
and explicitly dating the obje6ts that we had in view, and thus Hnstfly 
to clear away all the mifunderftandings to which our former condudt 
have given rife in the war. The noble Duke, havihg thus gone 
through his refolutions, faid, that their Lordfhips would (Aferve, 
that drawn as they were, from the official documents on the table, 
and briefly recapitulating the declarations that had been made from 
time to time, they prefentcd to the attentive mind various important 
contradidions. Contradidlion? in regard to our objedt, contradic- 
tions with regard to our allies, and to the means which we had for 
the purfuit of the war. He had faithfully copied them from thofd 
documents, and he was miftaken if they ought not to have a ferious 
influence on their Lordfhips, as to the conclufions to be drawn from 
them. He would not fay much of the proceedings before we irtter- 
fered in the war; the rife of the French revolution had been fo oftert 
a fubjeA of difcuffion in that Houfe, that it was certainly unneceflary 
for him to dwell upon it. To whatever other caufes it might be af- 
figned, it was chiefly to be afcribed, in his opinion, to the part which 
France took in the American war. ' It originated with the men wh«l 
were fent to the Continent of America to alFift that people in their 
ftruggle with us. There they imbibed the principles of freedom, 
there they firft drank at the delicious fountain of independence, and 
elated with the profperous iflue of that ftruggle, they rettfrhed, bttlti* 
ing with an enthufiaftic ardour for the deliverance of their native land* 
Soon after the Monarch rtiet his people, by all the accounts that he 
had ever heard, he was good and* beneficent ; he Was eager for the 
welfare of his people, 2^nd he honeftly wifhed to favour a melioration 
cf their condition. It was not wonderftil that men attached to an* 
tient prejudices, nnd bred under the ancient fyftem, (houkl be ptonc 
to take alarm at the reforms which were introduced. Indeed rhejr 
Virere Wo ptone, and they quitted their country. Yet the revolut*-^ 
:— 1^.. Zz 2 
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proceeded for fome time with uncKamplcd quiet; it was a memorable 
fe<S, that for a confiderable time the country remained in a ftate of 
great order, fecurity, and peace. After that, fpeculative men at- 
tempted to form a fyftem too pure for the prefent ftate of fociety. But 
ftill, though its theories were too fine for the condition of men, yet 
pradlice would have foftened dolvn thefe theories, and would have 
made it one of the moft extraordinary and grandeft ftruftures that 
ever was formed by man. 'While employed on this great and im- 
portant work, diey certainly manifefted no hoftility toother nations ; 
they propagated no doctrines injurious to the peace orfafety of other 
powers ; and, unlefs fome trifling and infignificant difputes about 
boundaries, thfere was nothing happened juftly to excite any jcaloufy. 
Two of the great powers of Europe, however, the principles of whofc 
Government are purely defpotic, affcdted to fee the progrefs of this 
revolution with alarm. They thought it was impoffible for man to 
be happy but by living at the will of another man, and having the 
foundations of their own power laid upon undifputeddefpotifm, th^ 
affeded to" fee with jcaloufy and dread the eftabliihmcnt of a Govern- 
ment on the more rational principles of freedom. They laid the 
foundation of all that has followed ; they begun the career into which 
we and other tiations have been brought, and to them pofterity will 
lock for all the horrors that have followed. The Conftitution of 
1789 was formed by men of the firft rank, both in diitinction and 
in talents ; their motives were pure, and their end was laudable ; 
they followed the nobleft examples of hiftory, they were eager to de- 
liver their country from defpotifm, but they were aduated by the 
pure^ loyalty to their Sovereign, and refpeft for civil rights. How 
h^d tfe^ men been received in foreign countries? He bluflied to 
think what putrages had been committed on thefe perfons, on Mon- 
. fieur la Fayette, who profeffedly retired from his country becaufehc 
would not facrifice his loyalty to his King. They had no right to 
difpute the veracity of Monfieur la Fayette, for his whole life was 
an illuftra^n of truth, ^ifintereftednefs and honour. Yet thou^ 
retiring the vi<3im of loyalty, be was doomed to dungeon after dun- 
geon, and now wa^ transferred from a Pruffiah to fome Auftrian 
dungeon or hofpital, God knows where ; whether dungeon or liqf- 
pital, it was indeed the fame thing, and in his perfon liberty was 
thus wounded in the moft outragepus manner. But pofterity would 
dojuftice tp his name, his attachment to liberty; his glorious life 
^nrould traqfrnit his namq to the lateft pofterity, pure and unfuUied. 
^That there vas much tp blame in their fyft^m of liberty, much to 
fontdif much to alter, was certain. Qut what a work was a fyftem 
pf Government, and how impoffible was it that humaOr wifdoi^ 
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could make it pcrfeS in a rfay ! Subfequcnt to the King^s death every 
fpecies of horror to which humanity could be fubjeft, had paffed on 
the devoted fcene of France. Their Lordfhips* hearts had been often 
torn with the melancholy recital ! Noble Lords thought it neceifaiy 
to dwell with emphafis on the fliocking events that crouded on one 
another, and that filled every bofom with horror, indignation, pity 
and difguft, as the feelings were roufcd againft the tyrants, or turned 
towards the victims. But had not the allied powers uiged them on 
to all thefe favage a£ts? Have they not been preflfed on from murdor 
to murder, goaded, hunted, fet upon like beads of prey, and ren- 
dered defperate in the toil ? Had they not taught them, that nothing 
but their extermination would fatisfy the Courts of Europe ? Had 
they not made a folemn declaration againft their lives, that nothing 
but their blood could give fccurity to Europe, and haying thus de- 
manded in the iace of France the lives of their leaders, the men who 
had given to them, however they might at prefent exercife it, the 
fweets of liberty, could it be e.rpe(Sled that they would deliver up 
their leaders, or ftand by and tamely fee them torn from their fides i 
My Lords, let us not deceive ourfelvcs, let us not be made the dupes 
of our own declamation ; before we bring thefe people to the tribu- 
nal of juftice, let us be fure that our own hearts are free from tHc 
crimes that we afiedl to abhor ; let us be fure that we have not created 
the fury which has produced thefe horrors ; and let us coolly and 
deliberately inquire, as friends of that humanity which is fo incef- 
fantly our theme, if we (hould not better promote the objeft of re- 
floring France to the happinefs of order, tranquillity and Govern- 
ment, if, inftead of rendering its leaders furious and defperate, we 
were to make a fpecific declaration that we had no defire of interfer- 
ing in their domeftic concerns, and did not prefume to arrogate to 
ourfelves the right to didate what (hould be their Government, or 
who (hould be their ^governors. The noble Duke then came to 
fpeak of the arguments which were urged in favour of the war from 
the ftate of things in this country. It was faid that they went to war 
to prevent tlie inttodudtion of Jacobine principles into England. 
How it was poiTible to prevent the introdu<Slion of principles he could 
not eaiily conceive. That it could be poQible to prevent the intro- 
dudHon of Jacobins, was pc^ible. But what bars or bolts, what 
engineering or artillery could prevent the inroad of principles, he 
knew not. This was not a country to be invaded by doctrines con- 
traiy to human reafon ; fentiments favourable to liberty, thank God, 
Were not new to the people of England ; fentiments tha cheri(hed 
licentioufnefs would be received by no people who are not under the 
l^rture of o^reffion ; it is only when the mind was fuflfering fropi 
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ddpotifm that it was driven to defperate courfes ; the trued and moft 
fecure barrier to Hcenrioufnefs was a rational fyftcnrt of freedom. 
What had produced all the intemperance of thofe doftrines T^rhich 
were defined by the term Jacobinifm, but the fyftem of oppreflion 
and tyrartny under which the people of France had formerly been 
doomed to liver What was the means of preventing fimilar doc- 
trines from taking root in the breads of Englishmen? Thefecuring 
to them the enjoyment of the privileges derived from the Conftitu- 
tion. Now, my Lords, faid the noble Duke, inftead of declaim- 
ing againft the French, let us look at home ; let us take care that 
we are not, by ra(h experiments on the temper of the people, lavir^ 
the feeds of difcontent and diforder. It is a melancholy confidera- 
tion that the alarm which has been fo induftrioufly fprcad againft 
French principles, has been the pretext for purfuing French princi- 
ples yourfelves. You are daily breaking through thofe ftroftg fences 
thit give confidence to the minds of Englilhmen, and that have 
taught them to be proud of the fyftcai under which they live ; that 
reverence for the Conftitutioh which is the fource both of obedience 
and energy, is daily diminiftieci by the ftratagems to which rcfort 
has been had, and by the rafh and violent meafures which have 
been adopted. Look at the laws which you have vnAde firtcc this 
alarm was excited, and fee if they are calculated to endear Englifli- 
itten to their native land? When la\^'S are made, or when taws arc 
repealed by the three branches of the Legiflature, they ought to be 
fo done upon mature deliberation. The neceffity ought to be made 
manifeft to the world; there ought not only to be no juggling, no 
trick, no delufion pra6Hifed, but there ought to be no appearance 
of precipitatbn ; there ought to be none of that haftc which can give 
to a ftatiite the charafter of rafimefs. 

Now, my Lords, I recommend to you to refleft on your late 
adts, and fubjeft them to this'teft. In the firft place. Parliament 
Was fumtnoned to meet the year before laft on a falfe pretext. Your 
Lordftiips will always recolle6t, that in fpeaking of the a61s of Go- 
vernment, I fpeak of them as the a<fts of Minifters. The law re- 
quired to the fummoning of a Parliament on fuch (hort notice, that 
there fhould be either an infu'rredtion, or a threatened invafion. — 
There was no invafion, and thus Parliament was fummoned together 
againft law* There was ilo infurredion ; for Minifters had not/oanJ 
a fingle public or private traitor to bring to trial. Here, then, was an 
aift of Government, in direct contradiftion of a pofitive law.. The 
next breach of a law was in a body of Heflian troops being kept in 
this country. — [Lord Grenville faid the Heflian troopis were g>ne. . 
The noble Duke faid it was of tio importance to his aigiatncnt ^hc- 
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tjier thcfc foreign troops were ftiU here, or whether they had been 
at kngth vfithdrawn. Minifters migjit he tired of infringing th€ 
law of the land, but they had infringed it ; they brought them here, 
they had kept them here, againft the known fpirit of the Englifh 
conftitutioni The next thing that he fhould mention might, per- 
haps, he thought trivial by fome perfons, but every man who ob- 
ferved the progrefs of human affairs, well knew that from things 
ieemingly trivial in themfelves, effects often flowed, jvhich led to 
dreadful confequences. When once a foundation was laid for er- 
roTy however trivial the firft ftep might be, the bewildered mind 
was eafily led on from ftep to ftep, and every ftep was more im- 
portant than the former. The thing to which he alluded had hap- 
pened but four days ago. Their Lordfhips, in diredt violation or 
a ftanding order of the Houfe, had proceeded to pafs through a moft 
important bill in one day. The wifdom of their anceftors had laid 
it down as a lafting rule, that no fuch precipitation fhould be prac- 
tifed. How effential it was to the well-being of fociety, to the dig- 
nity, as well as to the effe<Sl of their proceedings, that this rule 
fhouid be ftri<ftly obferved, he needed not to fay, but becaufc it was 
found that it had been once violated before, their Lordfhips chofe 
to break it again. One breach of order was to juftify another 
breach ; and thus the people at large were taught to believe that all 
their boafkd refpeft for principles was affeft^tion, and that they had 
no fcruple in departing from the mofl eftablifjied rules, when it 
happened to accommodate a prefent occafion. He thought it his 
duty to point out to their Lordfhips thefe fa6ts, as tending to im- 
plant on the minds of men a feeling unfavourable to that order, obe- 
dience, reverence for tlie conflitution, and abhorrence of change, 
which it was fo much the falhion to profefs to propagate. Thefe 
fa&s were calculated to inculcate in every obfervant mind the idea 
that while we were railing at French dodrines, we did not difdain 
to purfue them ; that we held in contempt both the voice of reafon 
and the voice of the people, and that in utter defiance of all delibe- 
rate wifdom, every thing was made to give way to the imperious 
vote of an overbearing majorit)'. Another meafure that had bcea 
too fuccefsfuUy purfued, had not tended lefs to engender difcontent, 
animofity, and diforder. The AfTociation of Placemen and Pen- 
sioners, which bred and foftered fwarms of fpies and informers, was 
fo oppofite to the genuine fyflem of Britifli Government, fo detefl- 
ablc to the frank hearts and candid minds of Englifhmen, fo de*- 
ftrudive of the opennefe, generofity, truth, and freedom of the na- 
tional charadter, that it was a meafure of mofl atrocious impolicy. 
T'lmt mea fhould be appointed t9 \^atdh over the levities of conver- 
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fation, the unguarded moments of convivialitr, and to treafure up 
^nd give information of perhaps the hafty expreffions of paffion, ex- 
cited by the irkfomc penalties of revenue laws, or by the fufierings 
which the burdens of thefe very wars haVe brought upon induflry— 
paffion excited perhaps by the perfoii's having loft his all-^his fur- 
niture, his tools, perhaps, taken to fatisfy the taxes brought upcn 
him by the increafing burdens of the State ; and for thefe expreflions 
of niomcntary paffion, wrung from him by agony — that perfons of 
this kind (hould be dragged into a Court of Jufticci was a* horror at 
which the heart of a freeman muft revolt. But, thank God, the 
horror went no farther. They had been brought into Courts of 
Juftice, indeed, but in general the proper feelings of their fellow- 
citiz.ens had urged them to a6l as became Engliftimen ; tlicy had, 
in general, acquitted them> and had, by their verdidl of Not 
Guilty, given the nfioft uneqiiivoeal rebuke to the opprcffion of fuch 
a chai]ge. But what muft be the etnotion raifed in the breads of 
that very jury, when even their veydid^ was not fufficient to give 
deliverance to the objeS of perfecution, and when they found that 
the prifoner ^as not able to quit the bar without the leave of the 
Judge ? Thefe things were furely not calculated to prefcrvc in the 
minds of men that admiration of the conftitution, that love of re- 
verence for our laws, that it was fo defirable to inculcate. The 
noble Duke then came to fpeak to the immediate queftion of the 
war. It was argued that it was impoffible to make peace, on ac- 
count of the fpeeches that had been made in the National Conven- 
tion, and from the reports of Barrere, in which it had been ilated 
that propofitions had been made, through ourMinifter at the S\vifs 
Cantons, and that they had rejeSed all propofals of pacification 
with difdain. The noble D.uke treated with great indifference any 
arguments againft peace, founded on vague exprelBons in debate. 
Xheir Lordfhips had often heard in that Houfe exprefTions as ill- 
timed, as contemptuous, as virulent, againft the leaders of France, 
as any expreffions thicre could poflibly be againft us. But he de- 
manded of their Lordlhips whether they thought fo ill of Hid Ma- 
jefty'sfeMinifters, as to believe that they would refufe to liften to 
equitable terms of peace, becaufe they had been guilty of a number 
of idle terms of reproach, or'of unmeafured expreflions of contempt 
in their fpeeches in Parliament. He did not believe it poffible that 
any fet of men could be governed by motives fo narrow ; and as the 
conduft of the leaders on both fides had been equal in this rcfpeft, 
he faw no obftacle to negociation in their mutual reproaches. The 
«Oct argument was, how was it poffible to make a permanent peace 
with fuch people? The woxd *^ permaqcnt^" the noble J?uke &ii 


A. 1794. DEBATES- 361 

was a new epithet, and one }£c fvx^ce of which he did not perfedljr 
comprehend,, as applied to treaties of pestce between nations. Hiftoiy 
would dot give to their Lordships, aiiy elevated refpeft for die term ; 
for hiftory was but a memorial, that ho peace had been permanent, 
when it fuited either the one or both parties to break it. No fo- 
lemnity in the engagement, no profpedt of duration, however plau- 
lible, had ever been realized ; and why they fhould now be fo fafti- 
dious in trufiingto thefe people, he profefTed he could not conjee* 
ture. He took it, that thefe people, like all others in their condi- 
tion, would adl by the rule of intereft, and by that only. It was 
a melancholy rccoUeSion, that peace had never been continued by 
the influence of judice, and all the unjuft wars -v^ich had taken 
place in the world, had never made the impreflioh upon rulers and 
Governors of Jcingdoms, to deter them from purfuing the fame 
courfe. It feldom happened that an unjuft war was undertaken 
without involving its authors in dreadful confequences. The mod 
unjuil war that had ever been made againft this country had brought 
confequences on the head of the King that made it (hocking to re- 
coiled): it ; it was a memorable leflbn ; he had interfered in the inter- 
nal concerns of this country : he had gained his end in feparating 
and cutting, off a confiderable part of our empire ; but 'what had 
been the dreadful cataftrophe to himfelf and his family ? The noble 
Duke concluded with intreating their Lordfhips' attention to the re-r 
folutions which he had read, and to the whole fubjedt, as it now 
Hood at this impending criiis. He intreated them to difmifs from 
their minds all paflion, which could ferve only to blind the judge- 
ment, a^d to obfcure truth ; to look at the condudt of our allies ; 
at the evident change in the fentiments of a cpniiderable part of 
Europe ; and he was confident that if they would weigh the quef- 
tion in the impartial fcal^s of reafon, they would be perfuaded that 
the courfe in which we were en^ged was neither politic nor fafe ; 
that there was no real foundation for the alarms which we afFcfled 
to entertain ; and that viewing the energy with which the French 
waged war for their independence, and feeling correfpondent vigour 
in our own breads, we (hould be convinced that we could neither 
conquer France, noi: that France could conquer us. He was aware 
that it had been too much of late the pradtice to impute to perfon$ , 
who ventured to ftem the torrent of ruling opinions, motives of a 
linifter and improper kind, and that even Members of the Legifla- 
ture were not fpared from thefe calumnies, if they prefumeci^, in a 
confcieotious difcharge of their duty, to give their fentiments freely 
upon thefe topics. It was not the mod honourable part pf the pre- 
fent fyftem to praflife fuch arts. He hoped that no man would be 
: Vol. XXXVIII. 3 .f 
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aeterrcd bh accoiml (* tii^in%<jfe ''i^Ulfig Vlfat he feft f 6 Be the 
honeft line of duty to his King ftftd TBS ^ckintiy, «nd he declaidl 
Aat, for himfelf, he held them in fover^^contrtupt* The nobfe 
Duke then moved his firft refolutionv 

Lord AUCKLAND aftd'Lord* DARNLEY rofe at the fame 
moment ; bat the latter giving way,-**- 

• Lord AUCKLAND faid, that ftoin the extenfive nature of th^ 
Refdutioni propofed, nothing that hail any relation to our afTatrs, 
foreign of ddrteftic, eould be confidered as irrelevant to the motion; 
but his principal motive for rifing was, a perfonal alluiion made to 
him refpeSing the Memorial of January 1793. — -It fliould be *re- 
^kfted, that he publifhed that Memorial a few days after the 
ifiurder of the King of France, and very few <Iays before thfe decla- 
f j^tion of war againft this country. * At that time there was not the 
fcfiaileft doubt of the intentions of the French ; and, had they hot 
proceeded to the declaration of w»j hoftilitics would have cont- 
inenced ; they had declared themfelves, in their Convention, enc- 
flwes to all regular forms of Government, and had refolved to over- 
turn every ConftitutiOn in Europe : thefe decrees were notorious, 
when a circumftance occurred that afforded fome propped of putting 
an end to the mifchiefs produced by that falfe philofoj^y which had 
Been preathcd up by Brifibt, Condorcet, and feveral others^ to 
whom this paper particularly alluded, men, whom, though they 
had their advocates> he muft ever confider as objedls of execration. 
When he publifhed that Memorial, he fpoke his feelings, and he 
>i6tained thoTe fentJments to this day ; and wTich the variety of events 
^fMcYt had fince taken place were confidered, he hoped h^ fhould 
hot appear to the Hobfe to have ufed language too ftron^ for the 
occafion.' He would not trouble the Hoiife by referring to all the 
srrguments made ufe of by the noble Diike, becaufe he did not think 
the way we got into the war was how fo niuch an dbjedt of 
eonfideration, as the neceflity there was for carrying it on with the 
tttmoft vigour. This campaign called for every poffible exertion^ 
and, he trufted, we would d>tain what he confidered as the fole 
objefl, namely, a cheek to this fevage and unprincipled power, and 
fccurity for the peace of Europe. When it was coididered by what 
a fyftem of ravage, cruelty, and plunder, they had prociiryd flii 
means by which they at prefent carried on the war, they n^uft be de' 
tefted and abhoned; but,^ at the fame time, it gave this kiitdof 
hope, that fudx means could not laft : and therefore we might, tjjpdri 
fcefe grounds only, fairly hope, by exertions ott our part, diey 
would foon be exhaufted ; if it (hould turn; out othcrwife, and the • 
piSurc drawn by the noble Duke was true, then indeed it woi^ 




be lamentable for this country^ 4vb, iiowp^r^. hoped the contraiy^ 
and, from the experience he had of th^ p^rfon$ who now have thQ 
rale in France, he was fully conyuiced how eXren>ely neccifaxy it 
>0a$ for the combined Powers to be ^Jlifted in every pcrfTiblo manner 
to preferye ai)y thing like (xdex or government in Europe.- '^.Widi 
icfpe6l to the internal ftate of the country, alluded to by the noble 
Duke, he thought it was highly flouri(hing ; but if it was, it was 
lEblely owing to the timely and vigorous exertions of His Majefly'$ 
Minifters to check the eHbrts and views of the difafiediled- He 
would not fpeak more particularly of the confpiracy which exxfted itft 
this country, or of the perfons who were concerned in it, as they 
would he brought to tri^ ; he would only fay^ that if the fteps had. 
|:iot been taken which had been adopted, the Aate of this country 
^urould, in his opinion, have been very much the reverie of what it 
i$ at prefent. He concluded with obferving that, in point of foftdp 
he believed, he was authortfed to move the queAlon of adjouym^ 
xnent, for he did not fee what obyed the noble Quke ^Qul4 have^ 
except that of having his prc^ofitipns entered on li^e Jounials oOtif 
Houfe. 

Lord DARNLlpY faid, he had given way with pleafui^ to tkf^ 
noble Lord who had jufi: fat down ; but he woutd trefpafs for a few 
fOAOiTients i^n dieir Lordfhips' time, in bating his jreafons why hf 
could not agree with any of the RefolutSons propofed by the nohl$ 
Duke. He declared, that, althoi^gh he bad been filent upon th^ 
different days this fubjedt had been debated in that Houfe, h^ was 
f[p only becaufe others had prdented themfelves whom he thoi^h( 
h^cr informed upon the fubjefi ;, but he wou^d now tAe the Uberty 
S^ Adtiagf that his Majefty's Miniders had his thanks for tiic 
^irited manner in which they had proceeded. All the ai^gumentg 
which had been urged in favour of peace were fuch as had bee^ 
often urged and often refuted before. He thought t^e war had 
JjCjcn fairly and juftly entered into on our part ; nor did hp think, 
^though there might be fomc little difference in the expreflQjpjis em* 
^yedin the different papers jdludcd to by the noble DuKf, there 
jwas the fmalleft variation in principle, or contradiction in fad^, i^ 
^py.dedaration th?it had been iffued by the different combined Powerp. 
With refpe<a to the fubfidifing the King of Pruffit, the fair queftjoa 
^s not whether he could or could not go on without that ftbfidy, 
jbut whether we required his affiftance ; and, being under that ne*- 
f<^ity, whether we csould have obtained it iippn better terms f jtf^ 
f:o3|fidered that French principles were making great and rapid 
iWdjcs in this CQuntiy, and therefore he thought, that every lover of 
^^ or<^r was bound (o agprove of die manner In which j^.^trnm-' 

Z4^ 
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^tion had pn5ceeded to chec^ thl$hi>. fer ^ef^e ^ might' havte 
experienced the ^ame fcenes of anarchy and cortfiiiion that had taken 
jAace in France. A' great majority in Parliaryi^nt Ijid tcftified thdr 
Approbation of theAi, and he was fure as great a inaj<nrify was to 
be fbiind among the people at large. It was true, a fw perfofl^ 
in that'Hoafe took occafion to cavil at evfcry proccedir^g that Went 
to the attainment of the grand obje<3. We had every ttong at ftake, 
^nd therefore he coidd not approve dirowing ttny kind of impedinaent 
in the way of the Executive Power, who wer^ aAing fo Mfcly and 
fo prudently ; and, on that account, he fliould moft certainly give 
his negative to thofe Refolutions. 

Eari EITZ WI LLI AM foid, that it was not a fufficient grounrf, 
becaufe the matter of moft of the Refolutions of Ac noble Duke wa$ 
to be found oh their table^ that therefore they fhould adopt the con- 
clufions he had drawn* frbhi'theni. The precife qiieftion to be in^ 
ijuired into was. Whether it was confiftent with the wifdom'of ihe 
country to come at this tin^e to a fpecific declaration of btir dbjed in 
the war or not ? In his opinion, it was not called for by the prefcnt 
circumftances of Europe. The objeft was fufficiently apparent. 
The noble Duke had rtiade it a doubtful (jueftion who were the au- 
thors of the War : it furely was not doubtful whether the French had 
hiade the public profefTion of dodtrines that were inimical to this and 
tvery civilized country, and that they had not' yet, even to this 
day, ribvoked thofe declarations. Had they not aUb made diredl 
war oh otir allies? How could it then be faid, that they had not 
been the provokers as well as the declarers of the war ? We had 
borne with them too lonk. If he were inclined at all to blame 
Minifters, he (hould arraign them only for being tardy in their pro- 
ceedings. But they had his cordial and entire approbation for hav- 
ing at length aroufed "from their lethargy, and taken fteps to fecure 
iis agaihft' the horrors which had defolkted' France. It had been 
urged, that we had no right to interfere "in the condud of France. 
•i— He denied the pofition. It becanic a great and magnaninrKXis 
people to become the defenders of mankind. It had been the glo- 
rious province of England at all times. Our gr^t King William 
had, in the farrie inahnef, rifen up the defender of mankind againft 
the ambition of Louis XIV. and had confederated with the other 
Powers to ftem the torrent that then threatened to overwhelm the 
World. We had now the fame objeft, for France fought to over- 
run Europe, though by other means ; and whether it was to be by 
anhs, or *th6 more pernicioHs for«e of felfe logic, he trufted that this 
country Would hever be fo fupine as either to become a vile province 
0f Franoei or to defcrt the caufc of mankind in general. Had not 
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draftee attacked the independence of thofe States whofe wcaknefe 
prefented thim to her ambition as eafy prey ? What was the ftatc of 
Savoy, and at that indant of Piedmont ? Surely in fuch a crifis 
'England ihould purfue its ancient and dignified iyftem of piroteding 
the weak, and of prefervlng the order and fafety of mankind. Yet 
•we had been arraigned for affifting the King of Sardinia to defend 
himfelf. Such had been the policy of England in its moft glorious 
.aeras. Such had been our fyftem during the Whig Adminiftratioi^ 
of Queen Anne, and it had brolight diftinftion and honour to Eng- 
land ; when the Tory Adminiftration that followed changed that 
fyftem, deferted our allies, and abandoned the caufe of the weak, 
what were not the calamities and the difgrace that erifued ? — Yes, 
therefore^ he avowed the interference of England. We had a right 
to interfere in the internal affairs of France, until thofe internal 
affairs fhould be fo regulated as to give fecurity to mankind. He 
ihould withdraw his feeble fupport from Minifters if they were to 
abandon this principle. Nor had he any hofitation in declaring that 
he was an advocate for the re-eftablifhment of Monarchy in France, 
becaufe that was an intelligible means of reftoring order. It was 
jiot from his mere love of Monarchy that he did this, for he admired 
the iimple and beautiful fuperftruSure of America, who had exerted 
the pureA wifdom in the formation of their Government, but it was 
becaufe he wiQied to have fomething folid to repofe upon for the 
peace and happinefs of mankind. By the reftoration of Monarchy, 
every thing would fall again into its place. He denied that the 
King of Pruflia and the Emperor had been the authors of the war. 
On the contrary, Briifot himfelf had owned, that they had made 
the*rupture with the exprefs defign of overturning the Monarchy of 
France, and they had too fuccefsfuUy gained their end. The noble 
Duke had rather unfortunately faid, that men might be guilty of 
cxpreflions againft the Government in the heat of paiTion, from the 
burthens of the increafed taxes arifmg from th<* prefent war. He 
was unfortunate in the inflance, becaufe as yet he did not believe ^ 
iingle (hilling of new taxes had been paid by any individual. H« 
was fure that the public feeling was in favour of the war. He hid 
very lately feen a confiderable part of the country, and he cnu'd 
aflfure the Houfe that the Weft Riding of Yorkfhire was unanimous 
in Its fentiments on the occafion— -fatisfied with the meafL!r.^s of 
Government in regard to the war, and grateful for the ftcps rh it 
had been taken to preferve us from the contamination of J k obi a 
(iodirines. The rigorous meafures of fufpending the Habeas Cor- 
pus and other A6ls, were in unifon with the opinion of th^ country. 
They faw that this courfe was confiftent with the true policy of tlic 
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nukin^ which depended for its trade and confimerce not only -on ltd 
cwn peace, but on the tranquillity tind fafety ,of other nations. Our 
©wn ttade could only be beneficial through the fecurity and opulence 
cf the nations with whom it was carried on- We were not to juc^ 
of En^and as it appeared on the map, a little, miferablc, accidenul 
Ijpeck, but as a moll magnificent empire, Contributing to the wants, 
aiid fecuring the profperity of all the nations of the eart)). He 
concluded with faying, that he fliould cheerfully give hi$ voti^ fgjr 
i^ motion of adjournment. 

The Duke of GRAFTON began by ftating the obUgations of 
^ country at lar^e to the noble Duke who' brou^t fortyard this 
motion* It was not his intention, becaufc he coiyfidefed it fuper* 
fiuous) to enter into the variety of foreign matter intsroduced by tte 
noble Lord who fpo^e fecond in this debate. He ^ould> before ht 
entered fairther on this fubjeft, give his ftrongeft native to thip 
propofition of our continuif^ the war, until the refioration of Mo- 
iKurchy in France had taken place, as he confidered that every na- 
Uon had a right to eftabli(h that form of Government b^ft fuited to 
|h& majority of the people, and that the majority iiad an undoubted 
jright to chufe its own peculiar form of Government. After ur,^jig 
|he neceflity of our concliiding a peace with France, )ie tQipk notljB^ 
|)f .^he alarm at prefent artfully raifed, in order to ^ve ^n opportiir 
^i^ of earr)'ing mteafures the mod unconftitutional, and which be 
.^Itrcd Minifters would afterwards have occafion to repent. He did 
f^Qt fuppofc the propofitions urged by the noble Duke wouW be car*- 
jie<i this night ; but, as in all probability it was th.e laft motion of 
ihc Itind that would come forward this feffion, he entreated their 
Lordihips would confider the matter well before the next meeting of 
Parliament ; and if they conld judge unbiased and impartially, he 
was certain they would, ere that period, confefs the neceffity of 
adopting ^hefe Refolutions ; but fhpuld they not, he wa§ convince^ 
this good muft refuh-r^e people at large, with a vei>enition for the 
high chara6ler who had brought forward this debate, would them* 
felves.W!pll!>yeigh the fituation in which the country ftqod, and by 
petition, or other means, to inftruft their ReprefeQt3.tives, that 
peace wOiid be the unanimous cry, ai>d that the name of Ruffell 
and Liberty would be held in veneration by poftcrity. The noble 
Earl who had juft fat down had given them qiie piece of infpitna- 
lion, and nO unimportant one, . fince the feffion muft -be fupppfed 
near a conclufion, that their X^ordChips' would lyow have to retire 
into the country, with the confolation, that our object wa^ not only 
|p overturn tl^e prefent form of Goveramcnt now exifting iji ^raoce^ 
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but that w€ were not to flop fiiort of the eftabliflimcnt of Mo- 
narchy. 

Earl FITZWILLIAM explmncd, that he had only mcant> 
that, in his opinion, a difpofition in them to rcl^ore Monardrf 
^ould be a proof of their returning to order. 

The Dbke of GRAJFTON was happy at this explanation, be- 
<!aufe it gave him hopes this ftrange crufade was not to be carried 
to that wild extent he had feared was intended. He was now, and 
had always been, of opinion, that the war was unneceffarily entered 
into on our part. He did not mean to deny, that he believed fome 
i^re(Son had been made by France <ni its neighbdurs, though pof- 
fibly not without fome provocation ; but was it therefore neccffaiy 
that we fhould rulh into a war ? Would it be any Ways derogatory 
tb our charadler to have ftood forward as a mediator ? And would 
either Auftria or France at that time have refufed to take us as an 
lirbitrator ? As we had thus run hecdlefsly into a war, it was not 
fo much a matter of furprife that the principals had become our fub- 
(idiaries« Pruffia had been defended upon the ground of incapacity 
to carry on the war without pecuniary afliftance — but was that the 
fa<Si ?■ Would any noble Lord* undertake to fay, that it would not 
hereafter turn out tliat he rather wiflaed to favc his expences in thi& 
grand combination to carry on a war in another quarter, againft a 
brave and loyal people^ ftruggling for their rights and liberties? To 
his tardinefs, however, and withholding his farces, were certaiiily to 
be attributed the advantages the French had obtained in Weft Flan- 
ders. Another of our allies, the Emperor, Ihould we be obliged to gOr 
into another campaign, there was fome reafon to fear, would not be 
enabled to make the moft vigorous exertions. A third, the Emprefe 
of Rufllfl, had apparently but very little inclination to the bofinefs, 
and much afliftance was not to be expe<9:ed from her. Spain feemed 
totally incapable of defending herfelf ; for, if he was rightly in- 
formed, the French Ivere conftantly obtaining advantages in that 
quarter ; and it appeared his Sardinian Majcfty was nearly ruined. 
He did hot wifti to draw a melancholy fituation of the pi<fture of 
affairs ; but it might not be improper to ftatte fafts, by way of 
drawing Mitiifters out of a favourite though injutioos plan of pur^ 
fuit— How did they fuppofe the good fenfe of the people of this 
country would fuffer them to go on in the prcfent manner? H^ 
could remember nwre than one inftance where that good fenfe had 
been exerted whh great advantage to the country, and he hoped to 
fee it fo again ; it had been the means of putting an end to the Ame* 
Ticantronteft, during which, foiftethmg like the prefent infinuationi 
Irferc tjfed againft thofe who oppofed its continuance. Thi% fame 
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good fenfe had alfo sigain interfered, aitd faved us from a Ruffian 
war ; for fo partial were the prefent Minifters to preferve what tfa^y 
fuppofed to be the balance of power in Eufope, that tbey would 
ipKH have, hefitatcd to have enoountered all the expences of a war> 
to determine whether Ruflia or the Porte (hould be in poiTeffion of 
Oczakow. A noble Earl had faid^^no complaint as yet ought to be 
made of the expences^ bccaufe none were paid ; but was it not 
matter of complaint to perceive the burthen that muft invevitably 
follow, and to behold the whole property of the country held put^ 
as it were upon mor^ge. But the circulation of "Frehdi principled 
feemed to be a full anfwer for every extraordinary prodeedii^, and 
with that as an excufe, every part of our Conftitutioh was to be in- 
vaded with impunity. This had been fo ably defcribed to their 
i«ord(hips by the noble Duke who had come forward on this occa- 
iion, that it was unneccfTary for him to dwell upon it ; to the abi- . 
lities he had difplayed on this occafion he fhould fay little, becaufe 
he would not perfonally praife ; but thus much he would aifert^ 
that it muft be a pleafing circumdance to his countrymen to find 
coming forward as a champion for their liberties the lineal de- 
fcendant of him whd cheerfully yielded his life in defence of their 
Conftitution. 

The Earl of MANSFIELD condemned the motion now before 
the Houfe, diough he had the utmoft eftecm for the noble mover; 
with whom he had been accuftomed to aft ; and whofc charafler he 
very highly rcJfpedted. But when he heard meafures which had fo 
repeatedly received the fanftion of that Houfe, accufed as having a 
tendency to brii^ mifchief on pofterity, he found it impoffible to 
fit filcnt. For his part^ he was not defirous to (brink fromr his 
ihare of the imputation, but would take his part of the cenfure 
that might arife from thofe meafures, and continue to give them his 
ftrongeft fupport. He begged leave to call to the recolledlion of the 
Houfe, a circumftance which fome of their Lordfhips had that day 
heard in another place (Weftminfter Hall), of a certain Roman 
lawyer who had got the nanie of Cut Boni^ in confequence of his 
frequent ufe of that exprefTion. He would take leave to make ufe 
of this idea, and afk the noble Duke (Bedford), what puipofe could 
be anfwered by Parliament adopting fuch Refolutions as he had 
propofed ? Had their Lordfhips, he demanded, foi^gotten the prin- 
ciples of the Briti(h Conftitution, and the fpirit that diftinguifhed 
Britifh Councils, fo far as to fay they were ready to proftrate them- 
felves at the feet of the French Conventbn, and aflc fbrgivencfs for 
the meafures they had fo often and fo folemnly approved ? And he 
befought their Lordfhips to recoiled:, that there wjft&^a great difference 
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b^wecQ the effcS pf {blemn refolutions of Parliament^ and occafional 
debate: .the pnp mj^^t ppffibly makean.imprcffion on foreign Powers, 
but a vexy flight inipreflion compared, with the other. Hq put it to 
their Lordfhips to confidey, whether they would, without confcnt of 
our allies, fended offer ;o treat with the enemy ? He regretted very 
much that a noble Duke (Qrafton) ftiould fay that this country was 
mortgaged ; which was ^s much as to fay, that it was in no cafe, 
however urgent the neceflity, able to maintain a war. He would 
not trifle fa far with the time of the Houfe as to attempt proving a 
point fo plain, as that if fuch indeed was the cafe. Great Britain 
bield her exiftencc on the precarious tenure of the will of any other 
na^tion who chofe to attack and fubjugate her. He contended, that 
the prefent was a defenfive war ; but could not agree with thofe who 
laid, that becaufe it was a defenfive war, this country had no right 
to interfere with the internal concerns of the enemy. From nothing 
that he had ever known or could find in hiftory, was fuch a doftrinc 
to be deduced as that, becaufe we were to a6l on tlie defenfive, wc 
were not to weaken by any means in our power the ftrength of our 
enemy : as well might it be faid that a man, with his back at a wall^ 
firing againft an ahtagonift, ought only to parry and never to pufli 
againfl that antagonift, even though an opportunity occurred ; in 
thi$ way, certainly the perfon on his defence muft inevitably be fub- 
dued at laft ; and juft fo it would be found with any two powers, 
even fuppofing them to be equally matched ; for if that power who 
adled upon the defenfive fyftem, did not enddavour to conquer, by 
every means in its power, the enemy, it muft undoubtedly at length 
be conquered. 

As to the aflertion that Minifters had forced France into a war, 
he would encounter it with a paper he held in his hand, which never 
yet had been alluded to in any argument in that Houfe, but which 
could not but have great and decifive weight when put into the fcale, 
even againft the eloquence of the noble Duke. This .paper was 

the letter of Monfieur de la : to Monfieur Neckar, in 

which he makes ufe of thefe words: " But I fliall regret all my life, 
^* that France provoked war, and fct Europe againft het." Yet, 
faid his Lordfliip, noble Peers are now found in this Houfe to throw 
the odium of having inftigated the French to war on us, and to ac- 
cufc Great Britain of being the aggreflbr. On this point he thought 
it almoft'fupcrfliious to remind the Houfe, that the Girondifts accu* 
fcd the Jacobins, and the Jacobins the Girondifts, of beings the au- 
thors of the war ; but all agreed in that great fubftantial point, that 
it was not any foreign power that provoked or began it. On the 
fubjeft of laying an embargo on corn, as a part of that fuppofed pro- 
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vocation given by this country, he ftatcd, to refrefti thctr Lordihtpd* 
ihemory, that Brlflbt had given orders to preparfc a fleet with all 
poffible difpatch, and to purchafe up all the provifions that could ht 
procured. Had not Minifters then taken meafures to prevent as 
miich as poffible thofe purchafes being cflTefled, they Would haVe 
been guilty of $. criminal derelidtbn of their duty; and thofc very 
Peer? who how nlade that afl the fubjeft of animadverfion, woilld 
be the firft to ftand forth in that cafe, and accufe Mi^iiftefs (with 
juftice too) of having betrayed the intctcfts of their country. As 
to the King of Pruffia's deferdng the confedcnrcy, h6 denied thft ' 
fea. ..Thdt Monarch had indeed declared, that ht was unable to 
maintain fo very large a force as w^s cicptiktd frdtti hitn in Ae field j 
feut fulfilled, and offered to continue to fulfjl^ all his engagethetits 
by treaty, by not only fumifliing his contingent as a Member <rf 
the Germanic body, but alfo the quotl referved by his treaties with 
Holland and Great Britain. This, his Lordlhip thought, was fer 
frorti being a defeHiort of the alliance. But a new principle had 
fiiat night been broached ; and it had been aflced why, if it was a 
flcfenfive war, we carried hoftilities againft the enemy's country? It 
was the firft tittle he had heard it laid down as a doQxintj that bc- 
caufe a war was defefifive, the aflailarit fhould not be attacked. He, 
For his part thought, that the beft mode of defence was to carry the 
War into the enertiy's country. " Whence arlfes,'* faid his Lord- 
ihip, " this officious care of the Gallic nation ? How comes it that 
wc ohferve feelings to operate in the prefent inftance that nevdr were 
known before? ^ It canrtot be partiality to the French!' what, then, 
can it be ? or what motive produces this ftrange phmiottienon in the 
jhiinds of Eriglilhrhen ? Whatever may be the ori^rt of thofe feel- 
ings, I thank God their influence is not very extenfivc; and I am 
fure, that as the mafs of the people of this country unequivocally ap- 
prove of the conduft of Minifters, fo the meafures adopted by them 
on the fubjecSl in qiieftion will be handed down to pofterity with ap- 
plaufe and honour." The noble Earl then obferved, that to on* 
|)art of the noble Duke's motion he had not the fmalleft objeftion, 
Vizi to that which went to declare to France what was the objeft 
of the war. His conftruftion of the objeift was, the deftruftion 
of that anarchy and ufurped power which now prevailed in that 
country; and the reftbradon of order and legal Goyernrtient. He 
hacl always been of opinion, that an hereditary monarchy was beft 
Tuited to the French charadter, and moft congenial to the fentimoik 
of the confiderate part of the nation. He concluded by fayhig, that 
he had no doubt of die ultimate fuccefs of the war, if it was purfuql 
with Vigour. 
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' ' Thic Bvke erf GRAFTON rofe again in explanation. He faid 
liot at the dine when he left the fitnation which he had held in Ad-» 
imnxftratiQny the public debt of the coundry amounted to one hunr 
dred and thirty millions^ and it now was more than doubled. This 
dicumftahcey had there been no other, warranted all that he had faid 
gfaout the nfources of the country, and the ftate to which we had 
iieen reduced by wars, and which, he might add, had made war$ 
feem neceflary. He faid he had always difapproved of the funding 
lyftem,^and it had always been his wiih that the neceflary fuppUes 
of the year (hould be {»rovided for and paid within the year; for w« 
certaudy had no right to itKiulge in fpeculations for our own purpo* 
les, to the oppreflion and ruin of our pofterity. He, with a large 
family at his back, would have no objeftion to contribute to die ex*- 
pences of the State in a manner proportionable to the property he 
poiTefied : and certainly in public as in private life, he never could 
be reckoned a good charader, who, for his own temporary^purpofcs, 
indulged in extravagance, merely becaufe he could, to avoid the im- 
mediate confequences, transfer them to his fucceflfor, whom he knew 
it ihevitaUy muft ruin. 

Lord ABINGDON faid, " A new fpecies of oratory having been 
lately introduced into this Houfe from one favage people, in order, 
I prefome, to accuftom our ears to another -dialect: intended foon for 
our adoption from another favage nation, I will, my Lords, with 
your Lordfhips^ leave, in delivering the litde I have to fay on this 
motion, give the Houfe a fmall fpecimcnof each : 

** Children-^^l was in hopes. Children, that the dangers to which. 
Children, you feem. Children, to be fo much expofed. Children, 
from this favage war, Children, would have made ye. Children, 
lay afide. Children, thefe childijh motions, Children. 

" The other dialeft is this : 

^ Citizens — It being my fixed determination, Citizens, as in the 
National Convention, Citizens, never to go. Citizens, to the Moun-^ 
iain fide of this Houfe, Citizens, it is with peculiar pleafure. Citi- 
zens, I fee, Citizens, the Mountain fide of the Houfe, Citizens, 
is coming over to me. Citizens ; the confequence of which, Citi- 
zens, is, that this Mountain, Citizens, will at length, Citizens, 
produce a moufe, Citizens. 

** And how one word on the motion itfelf. The beft road to 
Peacf, my Lards, is ff^ar^ and that in the manner we are taught 
to worship our Creator, namely, by carrying it on with all our 
ibuls, with all our minds, with all our hearts, and with all our 
^rength; and fo, my Lords, I am againft this nK>tion." 

Th^ Earl of ALBEMARLE noticed what had fallen from a 
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noble Lord in the early part of the debate, that it was neceilary (at 
eyery one to avow his fentiments, and coincidir^ with that'nobk 
Lord in this opinion, he faid, he could not give a iilent vote upon 
the refolutions. He declared folemnly, that he faw no caufe or 
reafon for alarm in this country, or the late unconftitutional pro- 
ceedings ; that he firmly believed a peace, a permanent peace, 
might be made with the French ; that the prefcnt war was unnecef- 
fary and unjuft, and that the objefts of it had ceafed to exift^ and 
the nature of it was now entirely changed. He entreated the Houfc 
to confider the magnitude of the fubjeft before them, and refleft, 
that the bloody conteft now going on, on the Continent, could not 
but be held by individuals in the utmoft dcteftation^ It was eafy to 
mention the lofs of twelve thoufand menf in one engagement ; but 
the horror of fuch carnage, Could better be conceived than defcribed ; 
the impreflion it had on his mind could not be eradicated. He was 
convinced that it was impofTible for us to obtain final fuccefs, and 
he would always oppofe a war which was likely to tarnifti the ho- 
nour of the Britifli name, where fuccefs was impofTible, and failure 
certain. Indieed, to be convinced of the futility of all expe<^ations 
of a favourable iffuc, it was only neceffary to look to the event of 
the two laft campaigns. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE exprelTed his inclination not to 
detain the Houfe but for a (hort time. He confidered it however 
as his duty to offer that tribute of praifc and thanks to the noble 
Diikefor the motion which he had brought forward, and much more 
particularly for the able, manly, and eloquent manner in which he 
had brought it forward ; to compliment the noble Duke in adequate 
terms, however merited, and however fincerely they might come 
from him, was a tafk that were he equal to, the delicacy arifing 
from the noble Duke's being prefent, muft prtevent him fix)m at- 
tempting. But there was one point which he could not omit to 
mention, and that was, when a perfon of the noble Duke's h^ 
rank, large property, and the great talents which he had that ni^ 
fhewn, thought it his duty to come forward with thefe refolutions, 
fo well adapted to the interefts of his country, this muft give the lie 
direct to all thofe infinuations he was forry to hear within doors, and 
all thofe mifreprefentations without doors, by which an attempt was 
made to hold out to the people, that all who were not friends to the 
war, and the deftrudive fyftem of the prefent Miniflers, were ene- 
mies to their country, and men who wifhed to fubvert tlie Gonftitu- 
tion, and overturn all order in the Government, religion, and pro- 
perty of this country. Surely this would not be afcribed to bis. 
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noble 6riend) or the other noble Duke who had fpokeit next, as their 
motives (at the part yAich thejr took upon the prefent oocafion* 

The noble Earl then coniidered the aiguments on the oppoiite 
fide of the quefti(Mi. Firft, faid he, a noble Lord in his com- 
ments on the fpeech of my noble friend, obferved, that he had urged 
nothing new.— New ! What novelty docs he expedl ? What no- 
velty would he deiire ? Does not eveiy Gazette gratify his eager 
curioiity? £>oes not every letter from Aie Continent, bring new 
accounts of expenditure, and new accounts of blood-flied i Thefe 
are aiguments againfi the war, and Arong ones too. Every day wc 
receive new proofs of the increafe of our expenditure, and new re« 
turns of the lofs of lives and foldiers. If the people complainedt 
Ills Lordlhip conceived, that in fome meafure, they (hould be fbr<* 
given for doing fo ; and he blamed that fyftem of profecution car^ 
ried on by fpies and informers employed to provoke and irritate 
men's minds. How many families' are reduced by the increafing 
poor rates, the accumulation of taxes, and the decay of trade to the 
moft abjedt ftate of penury and wretchednefs ; and, furely, if with 
a heart-burfdhg figh, they pour out a fentence of reproach ag^inft 
thofe whom they confidered as the authors of their calamities — i1^ 
when in want of fubfiftence, they venture to complain, the difh-eft 
of their iituatbn fhould be coniidered, and the hafty expreflions of 
their anguifh or impatience buried in oblivion. With regard to the 
poflfibility of making peace, he faw none of thofe difficulties which 
fome people were afraid of, and fuch difficulties as were, he believ- 
ed, created by thofe who faid. Whom can you treat with, and fo 
preclude a particular defcription of men from being in any iituation 
to make peace with. He replied to what Lord Auckland faid' 
about the wording of his memorial, and contended that almoft the 
whole of the condud of Minifters during the war, had been a vio- 
lation of the laws of nations. He reprobated the idea that this 
country muft never make peace, till the ancient monarchy o£ 
France was re-eftabli(hed, and every man replaced in his former 
Iituation. With regard to the opinions of the pecple in that coun- 
try being for monarchy, he had been in it, and from the bed infor- 
mation he could get there, or learn (ince, he never heard that foch 
was their wifh, however much they might be difpleafed with the 
ruling party at the time. The ^oble Earl went minutely over the 
whde circumftances of the war, and the conduct of both countries* 
He defcribed the deplorable iituation of our allies, the interruption 
of manufactures and commerce, and die rife of infurance at home. 
He faid that even admitting the refourccs of the country to be in 
the moft favourable ftate> it certainly required prudence to manage 
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them. . He iwdt upon die reliance which Minifters imS alwajrs em- 
tertained, that by the effints of well difdplined troops diey weitld 
be able to conquer France. £verjr man who knew what had al- 
veadjr taken place, muftgtveupd^ i4ea, andacknovledge, as afl 
msiitary men did, that two campaigns of hard fitting were the beft 
fchool for makif^ good fiildiers. He then reVie^ed the fitudtion 
of the armies abroad, and took nottee of die returns in the Ga^ 
«ctte, with all Ae defpicable duplidty ufed to conceal die true 
ilatement from die people, and delude them with mifiaken notions 
of fiiccefs. Of diefe the ftriking inflances he recited were the fiqv- 
•{Hreffion of the names of pffioers, hcfimever brave ^and a£ttve, bjr 
any means related to or connedied with perfons of impolite opinions 
to the Minifter in this^ountiy. He named in particular. Colonel 
J*OK, an officer who had fignalized himfelf in repeated engagements, 
and whofe name had as often been returned ; but ai3 often omitted 
in the publication. The other artifices he mentioned were the de- 
lays in the account of a defeat, and the acceleration in the report of 
« vi<9Dry ; the immediate return of the killed and wounded of the 
^enepny whenever unfuccefsful, and, vice ver/a, tiie fum total of 
jihe lofs of the enemy, with the lofs of the Englifh only, omitting 
Ihat of the other comlnned powers, whereby the ignorant, the cre- 
^lous, and fuperficial, were induced to believe that die Britiih 
ibrces are fo infinitely fuperior to the French. He read the returns 
.of the 2 2d, by way of illuffration, and contrafted it with that 
given in the Journal of Pere Duchefne, and the Bulletin of the Em- 
.peror. The Bulletin ftated the lofs of the French at twelve thou- 
sand, and the allies at fix thoufand. With refpeA to our naval, 
.as well as our land forces, the fame artifices were vifible. Here, 
too^ he remarked upon the fpeech of a noble Lord, who had faid 
Aat not a (hilling came from the pockets of the people. He wa» 
aware that the money for t}ie fubfidies would be paid out of die fums 
xaifed at a former period for the prefervation of trade, but^ill diere 
were other fums to be accounted for, and other lofifes, which muft 
•uidmately be fpftained by the people. He made obfervations oft 
die loan (or the Emperor, and the four hundred thoufand pounds 
/which we (hould certainly have to accoui^ for to the Dutch, as their 
quota of the PrufiTian fubfidy. He then proceeded to fiiew how 
impolitic a war with France was for us as a commercial nation, 
iince at the commencement we had fo long disclaimed all interfe- 
irepce, and apparently approved fo much of their proceedings that 
many perfons had afluredly laid out much money upon the church 
lands and demefnes of the noblcflfc, which money was now forfeit- 
ed^ and could neve^ be recovered. He next confidered the meaftue 
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Gf tUs counhy, which he compared to the forced loftn adopted by 
Barrero and the Conimktee of Safety. E^lefe indeed, were the 
fhifts of the Minifters as to the obje<a of the war. We originsfclly 
a£ldd (faid the noble Lord) on At defeiifife, and ^ng^ged in it 
(Mlj to protefl our allies ; we then proceeded to edablifh the Con- 
futation of 17899 and we now profefs nothing lefs than the reflo^ 
ration of die ancient defp^tifm. For this we rifque every thing 
that is important to the country. Upon what grounds do we found 
our hopes of fuccefs ? Are we more likely to obtain oui* objeA this^ 
year dian Ae laft, when a veiy large body of infurgents in La' 
Vetidee were difpofed to co-operate with the Minifters of this coun-^ 
try ? Where arc they now ? The recent accounts from that coun- 
try, conveyed by every newfpaper in Europe, affure us that they 
are fupprefled, vanquiflied, and deftroyed. Notwithftanding the 
late infinuation that the Frendli nation is hoftile to the ruling Powers, 
and that the foldiers are ready to yield op their arms to die allies, 
fetal experience has but too Well ptoved that they will never yield 
Ae palm of vid^ory but when they are out-general*d or overpowered 
by numbers. . Their prefent (xHfidition is worthy of remark ; the 
whole nation has b6en ^trained to arms for the laft three years.*— 
Their veterans, and thofe of the allies^ let it be fuppofed, have 
perifhed in the war, or died of age or difeafe ; when the raw re- 
emits of dws country (gallant and valorous as Britons ever prove 
themfelves) are brought to oppofc them, it is more than can be 
eicpe^ted that their native courage (hould prevail over difcipline and 
experience. It is much to be feared, tiiiat the alienation of the 
Chuith lands and the eftates of the emigrants have given to the 
tnafs of the people an intereft in the fupport of the prefent rulers, 
that cannot be eafily (haken by foreign armies. If, however, their 
whole fyftem could be overturned, and we were to fucceed in 
placing a Monarch upon the throne, we ought to calculate the ex- 
pence of maintaining him in his iituation, contrary to the wifhes of 
the itiajority of the nation. Peace, for reafons which have been re-* 
peztedlf mentioned ia this Houfe, is the moft defiraUe thi^g for 
the nation at lat^, and therefore deferves the concurrence of e^ttrf 
iioUe Lord wha wiflies well to the piofperity of his country. The 
noUe Earl (Fitxwilliam) afterted that the monarchy of France mufl: 
be eftablifhed before peaci: could be reftored. It was the firft time 
he had heard that language from his Lordifaip, and he fincerely 
truile^ it would be the laft : taking it, therefore, in every point of 
view, he muft fupport the propofitions, which, for the happinefs of 
the country, he hoped would be carried. He concluded, by re- 
i!e^r^ that it was fome confolation to him, amidft thefe proceed- 
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ings, that his name would go down to pofterity pn the joumak of 
that Houfe along with the i^oble Duke who prc^fed thefe refolu* 
tions. 

Earl FITZWILLIAM, in explanation, &id, that the Earl of 
Lauderdale had mifconceived his argument, when he had flated it 
as going to the re-edablifhment of the andent defpotifm of France, 
which had not been the drift of it. His Lorddup (aid, that he had 
fiated, and he 'was ftill of opinion, that the Government of die 
monarchic form was the moA likely, indeed the only one from which 
could be rationally expeAed a remedy for the evils with which 
France was afflidted, and with which odiier nations were threatened. 
At the fame time, his Lordihip did not pretend to define what were 
the modifications to which kingly government fhould be fubjedl. in 
France. 

Lord HAWKESBURY faid, that if he was to arifwcr all that 
had been faid by noble Lords in the courfe of the debate, he 
ihould be obliged toanfwer every every thing that had been faid on 
that fide during the whole feffion ; for every thing that had been 
faid on every motion which had been made in that Houfe had been 
collected into their arguments on that night •- he would not, there- 
fore, wade their time with fuch a dull repetition, but proceed to 
thofe few points which had any pretenfions to novelty. Ht pro- 
feflfed that he entertained a high refpedl for the noble Duke who 
brought forward die refolutions — for his rank, for his property, and 
for his talents ; but he had heard from a noble Peer (Fitzwilliam) 
a fpcech of the bed and nobleil kind, the voice of a large, popu* 
lous, trading, and manufa£^uring county. He would fet the au- 
thority of the one againft the authority of the other, and had littl« 
doubt which would preponderat*: in the minds of the Houfe* His 
Lordihip reminded the Houfe, that there was no ftep which they 
fliould be fo cautious in taking, as that of interfering with the 
Royal prerogative, more particularly in any thing refpeding peace 
or war. The enemy might infer from it, that the legifiative part 
of the Government was adverfe to the executive, and thus make 
peace doubly difficult of attainment. It would blow the fparks of 
diifention too among our allies, and from that moment the enemy 
would rear their creil with more formidable boldnefs. His Lord^ 
ihip then proceeded to obferve, that for two or three years Govern** 
ment declined interfering with the concerns of France ; and in re-« 
turn for this friendly acquiefcence, they attacked our allies ; threat* 
cned ourfelves ; fomented fedition and difcontent in the bowels of 
pur country \ and finally attacked us in open avowed hoftility. As 
we had not interfered with them, his Lordfhip contended that 
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France fhould hot have interfirred wfth us ; and from dneir making 
v^BTf no one who knew the law of nations could call in queftion 
the proprie^ of our attackir^ them in ev^ry way that could con- 
duce to our ultimate fuccefs. And he relied upon it, that no per- 
manent peace could be hoped for with France, while the Govern- 
ment there was ading on their prefent fyftem ; that is to faT> in- 
terfering with all other Qovernments. If, therefore^ he was aik- 
ed, . what wias the mod fpeedy method of procuring peace, he would 
fay^ it was a change iri that Government ; and his Lordfhip declared 
diat he was perfuaded that a people of twenty-five nullions could 
not poflibly be held under a republican form of Government ; and 
a proof of this was, that England, a nation of fewer iithabitants, 
and poffeffingfbr centuries a Government which contained a portion 
of republicanifm in its compoiition, found it impoSible to (ink inta 
a form totally republican ; and after a lapfe of fourteen years, re- 
turned, at the reAoratton, to the monaichical form of Government. 
His Lordfhip aigued that the fpcech of the noble Earl (Lauderdale) 
tended to extite inthe people of this country a fpfrit fimilar to that 
which animated the infurgents under Wat Tyler in the -reign of Ri- 
chard II, rurficn he faid that the manufadurers of Yorkfhire and 
Lancafhire would not bear to be taxed for the Quixotic attempt to ^ 
force a King on the French people againfl their inclination ; or to 
the fame excdTes which were committed by the mob of 1780, un- 
der Lord George Gordon ; but that their Lordfliips muft know, 
from hiflory, how eafily a weak monarch, aided almoft fingly by a 
Mayor of London, quelled the infurreftion of Tyler, and his fol- 
lowers ; and it was firelh in every noble Lord's recoUecHony that 
although much mifchief had been done by the mob ©f 1780^ 'yet 
in the end they were the victims of their own folly. His Lordlhip 
Acn adverted to anobforvatbn whidi had fallen from a noble Duke 
(Graftoft), thatt inftead of adding to the national debt, we fhould 
raife the whole money wanted each year by taxes. This was a 
moft vifionary plan. No man, he faid, went greater or bolder 
lengths that way than his right honourable friend at the head of the 
Treafury had done already in the cafe of the Spanifh armament ; 
and in the prefent.cafe, he ftiU had done much, by pledging himfelf 
and the Parliament to apply a million yearly to. the finking fund. — 
' Money,' his Lordfliip.added, iiever was fo plentifully in circulation 
as at prefent ; and the conqueft of the Weft-India iflands was a new 
and extraordinary fource of wealth. They had, to his knowledge, 
pioduced to France ten millions yearly : we had already got two;r 
thirds of diem ; fo that there was a benefit accruing from the war 
of at leafl two-thirds of ten millions yearly, and he hoped (hortly i*" 
Vot. XXXVIII. :3c 
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would amount to the whole of that yc^riy fuih. This was hot di ; ' 
oiur manufa£hirers would be employed in increafing ntindiera^ and 
wealth would by that means be daily flowing in upon us, in a con«-. 
ilant and unifonnly increafing prcqiortion* From this, profpeft oC 
our rifing commerce^ he infifted, that notwithftanding the expences 
incurred by the war, and the exertion which had hocn. made, the. 
country was far from being in that ftate of deprieflion wlucl^ noble 
Lords would zffcSt to reprefent it in. He contended,, that the 
reftoration of monarchical Government in .France, waa the 6c^ 
foundation on which the peace of Europe coiild be fecured and c£^^ 
tablifhed. ) 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE began with pay&g Ae hand*, 
fomeft compliments to the noble Duk^ who brouj^t forward tfaos 
lefolutionsi and who, from his (ituation, rank, aiid psoperty^ 001% 
be allowed to have fome ftake in the countiy . Another noble l>i^e 
came forward in> a imaiiner equally honourable to himfelf and gntif^' 
fying to his count?y ; was it to be fuppo&d that he w^ had beea 
in fudi exalted (ituadons as he had filled with lb much evedit,' and 
who had fo long retired to benefit bis country in another way bf 
improvements in agriculture^ came &om that redrement .far foc^ 
purpofes as thofe whidi the enemies o£ the war were faid to pm:* 
fae^ Or did any body believe that thdb noble. Dukes, and other 
Lords who formed the Oppofition of that nighty hid any motives 
or intentions to fubvert the conftitution, and defbroy the property of 
the country ? Certainly not ; and if a juft comparifon was to be 
inade between the property and the motives of thofe who oppofed 
thewar, and thofe who fupportedit^ the balance wooht be found' 
in favour of die former, as far as refpeiSted the real inteieSs of the 
country. And when hcjhw another noble Earl (Derby). ^eniious 
in oppofition, whofe great prcperty in the nei^ibourhoodof'Man- 
^diefter and Liverpool was well known, could be be fuppofed to 
have an interell in confufion i He mig^, in the fame manner,. go 
through every noble Lord in Oppofition, but.it would be taking 
up their Lordfhips' time on a fubjedt fufficiehdy notorious. It was 
faid the minQrity wasf fmall, and confified oJF only mne; but he 
i)elicved thofe nine would foonincreafe to ninety : at any rate, fmall 
-as the minority appeared, it was as numeitnis as His Majefiy's Ca- 
binet ; and as to charader, riches, pmperty^ and^ abilities^ he 
would leave it to the country to determine which had the pre-emi- 
nence. He truiled Minifters wbuld no longer level thefe calum- 
nies at the Minority ; the country would judge to which they were 
moft applicable, the levellers or the levelled. .There were in the 
countiy two other deicriptbns of men, alacmers and ^armifb $ be 
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need not ftate which w«« in fedJ the worft ; if the latter meant 
well, in thdr eSk&s, at Icaft, they were as dangerous as the others. 
Much has been faid on the dangerof a Republic in France : where 
the fentimehts of the greateft Statefmen had been baffled, lie would 
not give a decided opinion ; but as it was the &(hion of Minifters 
continually to hazard c^inions, he alfo would hazard his ; he 
thought the beft Government for France, and which would be even- 
tually moft advantageous to this country, would be a republican 
feederal Grbvernment, fuch as that of America : with fuch a Go- 
vernment, we fhould have more fecurity for peace, than undef any 
Monarchy. It was chimerical to look for the rcftoration of Mo- 
narchy in France. Thofe who thought a coronation the cure for. 
all political evil, likened the ftate of that country to our own pre- 
vious to the refloration. He faw not the moft diftant points of 
limilarity* Croinwell had but little alienated property. The 
great bulk of the fortunes of this country ftood unimpaired and un- 
fequ^ftered. The kingly power was therefore neceffary ; it was 
the centre of union and the confolidation of interefts. But no ib- 
hcr man could imagine, for a moment, if France were brought to- 
morrow to accept a Sovereign of our didation, that any thing like* 
peftoration and reftitution of property could ever now be made. The' 
whole body of wealth had fo totally paffed away from its original 
poiTeflbrs, that nothing like this recompence could ever be made. 
After the fate of the feveral proportions which had, in the courfe 
of the feffion, been fubmitted to the Houfe by the noble Lords who 
agreed with him on political fubjeds, and by himfelf, he could 
not entertain the hope that the refolutions propofed that night by his 
rioble friend (tiie Diike of Bedford) would be agreed to ; but he 
hoped, and believed, that the difcufTion would induce the nioderate 
body of the people at large, which conftituted the real power of the 
State, to afTemble in a legal manner in the courfe of the fummer, 
and exprefs their decided opinion on the evils under which we la- 
boured in profecuting a war, the motives and grounds of which 
had been fo often changed by Minifters, and the termination of 
which appeared fo diftant. And he was convinced that the ftrong 
voice of the governed would produce upon the governing the falutary 
tSk&. which it muft always be attended with, that of awakening 
them to the true interefts of the people. ' His Lordfliip adverted to 
Ae fituation of Ac allied armies on the Continent, which, he 
maintained, were unable to fubjugate France ; it havihg appeared, 
by experience, that the veteran troops of Auftria and Ptuflia, con- 
du£led by the ableft Generals of the age, had been inadequate to 
the attempt pf conquering men who were'anfpired^ with the love of 
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the welfare of their country. As to the Englifh trcxjps on the 
Continent, the devaftation among them m'ght be conceived, from 
the fii^S, that boys of fixtccn years of age* were Cnptains of cavalry*; 
that to replace the fineft body of troops of that defcription, which 
perhaps the world evci* faw, were fcnt out horfes which had never been 
ridden, and men that never rode. From the moft mature and dif- 
paiTionate confiJeration he could give the conduft of Miniftcrs, he 
thought it of tuch a rafti and unjuftifiablc nature, that if he had 
any perfonal animofity to them, he could not wifli them in a more 
infamous down hill path to ruin than that they were proceeding in ; 
and happy would it be for the country, if they were only likely to 
fuffer for this mifcondudl ; but if the fame prodigality ihould be 
perfifted in, fo that the refourccs of the country fliould be exhauft- 
cd, as was not unlikely, the ruin would be general, and there was 
no individual but muft fufFer. The noble Marquis then ftated the 
immenfe refources for carrj^ng on the war, which were poffelTed by 
the French. He faid, that unfortunately the prefent campaign 
muft now be indulged to fpeculation \ but the refources of the coun- 
try had already been ftrained beyond what they could bear, and he 
ardently hoped that hoililitles, which deftroyed our beft interefts, 
would be purfued no long<?r, and that the prefent perilous expcrir 
xxient would be the laft. He concluded by faying, that he thought 
a motion of adjournment the moft odious way of difmifling the fub- 
jeft, a mode which Minifters would not have adopted, had not the 
iefolutions been fucji as they could not negative, and they dared not 
admit. 

Lord GREN VILLE felt it unneccffary to enter much upon a 
{uhje& which was fuftained by no riew grounds of argument, and 
upon which the Houfe had fo frequently decided. He thought it 
right, however, to counteradl any impreflion which the defponding 
fjpceches of fome noble Lords might poflibly make upon the hopes 
and exppf^ation of the Public ! For this purpofe he would curforily 
take the qucftion in three points of view. Firft, as it regarded our 
Comparative fituation with the enemy in the prcgrefs of the war. 
Secondly, our refources in wealth and comtiierce, to continue it 
while neceffary. And Thirdly, the internal ftrcngth of this coun- 
try contrafted with that of its adverfary. Not to dwell for the pre- 
fent upon the objefts of the war, which muft ever depend op(Mi, 
wd .change with drcumftance^, the leading purpofe at every time 
rpuft b|5 the artainment of fepure and permanent peace. This was 
an Qhjed^ Fhich th^ Government of France, evcrfince the com- 
mencement of hoftilities, had conftantly put it out of our power to 
obtain. Jf )yc had entered into wy ncgociation with the perfons 
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'vrho laft year exerci(e4 the powers of Government in France/ the 
execution of BrtiTot and his confederates would (hew us how delufive 
and vain fuch an attempt muft prove. By a late proceeding of the 
Convention, it would be manifeA that the prefent Goycmment was 
as precarious and unfubAantial as that of its predeceffi>rs; for Barrere, 
in his Report of the confpiracy of his former colleague Danton, de« 
dared that if his arreft and execution had been fufpend<kl for ^ fingle 
day, the lives of the Committee of public fafety, as well as thofe 
of the Convention, would indubitably have been the immediate and 
inevitable facrifice. So that till the prefent mon(bous fyflem was 
abfolutely overthrown, there was no authority with which we could 
treat with any degree of fafety. But independent of the radical im- 
perfe6lion of fuch a Government, the prefent rulers (hewed fo inve- 
terate a malignity to this country, that it would be ibllv to rely on 
the IJncerity of their intentions, if indeed England had not toio much 
at ftake to admit of any compromife. When a noble Marquis 
(Lanfdownc) faid, that the Peers of oppofition were not likely to 
iacrifice their property to the wild plans of revolution, the noble 
Marquis might have afked himfelf, whether the Government, and 
the great body of Parliament, might not alfo have fome feelings 6£ 
the fame kind ? Whether they had not fome little abilities too ? And, 
whether there were not among them fome entitled to the charaScr 
of integrity. He would not unneccffarily detain them with any re- 
marks on our comparative fituation in the progrefs of the war. The 
flighted view woidd (hew that our advances were fuch as had never 
been exceeded in any firft campaign with which our hiftory was ac- 
quainted. But he was anxious to come to a circumftance mentioned 
In the debate, which was certainly of a nature that he little expeded 
to hear. He meant the indudry which was fuppofed to be ufcd by 
His Majefty's fervants to keep back the name of General Fox, or 
fupprefs that good opinion which his country ought to entertain of his 
fervices. He profe(fed himfelf totally uninformed refpedting thofe 
papers which JU>rd Lauderdale referred to ; but in the authentic ac- 
counts fent over by the illuftrious Commander in Chief, under 
whom General Fox ferved, he was mentioned with that eulogy 
which his gallant cpndudl called for.; and there was nothing which 
the Minifters of His Majefty would more defpife, than the meannefs 
of underrating the General's fervices, on account of the political dif- 
ferences they might have with any of his connexions at home. In 
the conduft of every w?r, a nation muft reafonably expect to meet 
with fome of its viciffitudes, and with only this abatement, we could 
rely with confidence on the fupcriority of (kill and difcipline in our 
ibldlers and officers^ which fcarcely fail of producing a fuccefsful if- 
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flic' to ^ eortteil. If we locked to foreign ^cqyifitions, our advM* - 
€1^^ were unbounded. In the Weft Indies we had conquered al^ 
moft all that the enemy poflfeiTed in thofe quajrter^^ and wlwdi for-- 
soerly furnt(hed them with great refources for war. In th^ £|ift» 
we muft perceive, that/ not a place was left which France could eall 
her cxwn ; and this was a fufEci^nt argument to (hew our maritime 
and CQmmercidl fuperiority. The tr^de of thofe diftant <fependenetes 
would pouY new ftreams of wealth into the lapt)f Great 6rit^» ^nd 
fuch waff at this moment the flourtihii^ ftate of our commerce and • 
our cxcdity however expenfive and unavoidably fo ^e cpntinu^nee 
of the. war had been, that the nation hitherto had felt little incon-: 
vwbefKre from* its preflure. In contraft with this ia<aure. fee placed 
due Riiferable coiylition of France, its defperate refourcesy annitu^ 
lated'conrmerce, and ruined revenues. AH property in that country, 
was pcrfeftly dcftroycd. A decree of the Convention would il\ow» 
that no man in France could pdFefs a property of more than 20 oL 
annual income ; nor was there any reafon to doubt that fudi a decree 
would be en&rced with all the rigOur and injuftice in which it had. 
originated. As to the extent of the difafFe£Uon which prevailedrin. 
Jcance to the exifting Govemmenti that from the uncertainty of the 
i^> arid the trnpofltbility of obtainii^ ai^ precife ftatement, be was.- 
willing to own, muft be matter of opinion : but to men polTeftd of 
ff^elings, and feniible of the advantages and comforts of any fociat> 
Qrder> it would be a fair inference, that the difafFe£lion muft be very 
nctcniive. It might not be very eafy to afcertain the number <5f 
nien in arms againft the Convention ; but the letters of its own 
CommifTioners would explain, that in all the north-weft provinces 
there wa^ fcarcely an individual man who owned any obedience to. 
the prefent oppreffors. If the feelings of the Hoiife could bear the 
recitals, even fuch as thofe were which reached us of the horrid canv 
9g€ every day committed at Lyons, Toulon, and other provinces of 
France, it would hot admit of a doubt but the majority of the peo* 
pte felt their (hocking fituation, and were only prevented by their 
ifears of immediate punifhment and death from unitii^ to overthrow 
a tyra'nny which an the nature of things muft be of Ihort duration. 
Thus circumftanced, it muft of courfe be expedled that the caufe of 
the allies would be greatly aflifted in the interior. of France, and the 
numbers who now were fubmiffive under the influence of terror, 
would readily co-operate with us whenever they had aprofpe<S of 
fuccofs. Flattering as this profpe^t of affair^ niuft be, be was ready 
Vp admit, jthat if the view was totally reverfed, and our circum^ 
fiances as bad as any man could paint them, he would ftill perfevare 
in.trying the efFeCl of war, and rely upon the (pirit of Britons, to 
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haxard a laft eiR>rt, and bravely peri(h in arms^ tathef iQr\ itefign 
at the feet of their affidlants die ineftitnable advantages of order and 
dviiizistion. Fincfing on the other hand, dixt "we had every thii^ 
in tglir. fiivour to infpine' confidence- of (ucce&y he would i^fift any 
raoflibn n^hichcoidd have no other efl^ than depretTir^ the coutage 
of tile feople, fnneliing du; pride of our enemies, and infinuadng a' 
fpkirof difinift and difuraon amongft our allies. 

Lood AUCKLAND after a few words in explanation, moved 
an finendfaent tohis former motion, the efFedl of which would be^- 
diat the queftion ihould b^ put fisnr an adjournment lo Monday infteatf 
of tO'-morrow. He declined making aii^ reply to the fpeech of the 
Marquis of Lanfdowne, as their c^nions upon die whole of dus 
great fubje£t were fo radkally and diametrically oppolite, that it 
would-be quite inq)offible for any argument or diicufficMi to reconcile 
d:€nr. . * . 

The Duke of BEDFORD exprefftd himfelf unwilling to occupy 
at fo late an hour much of their Lordihips time in re^y, and par- 
ttcniasly as he faw, frcHn die tendency ^ the fpeeches ^igiainft his 
motion, that no profped opened for a termination of the war. It 
might be true, dut at prefeiit die people felt not the prefllire of thoTe 
burdens which the nation was incurring, but it muft alfo be obferycd 
that five time would come when dieir feelings would inevitably be 
excited, and when their indignation againft the Minifters who were 
thecaufe of the calamity, m^ht unfortunately break out with a vio- 
lence that would operaite tQ the general confufion of the country. 
There wefe many of ^he meafiires of Adminiftration for which he 
allowed them every nterit, nor would he now impugn the motives 
altogether of their conduS ; but he wifhed them to refledt ferioufly 
upon thofe dangers to which they were expofing their country. ITic 
p[<]fyedi of peace was difmal and dif^t indeed^ if we were only l» 
look for it in the iffue of a war, which was to exterminate twenty- 
five millions of people. He fcouted the idea of deriving fecurity 
from any particular form of Government being vefted in any parti- 
cular fet of men. Give a great nation fuch a peace as a great nation 
has a right to expeft and receive, and that would be the beft fecurity 
for its permanent continuance. Prom the language now held out, 
France was to confider diat it was to haVe no peace with this country 
at all, without conforming to our didates with refpeft to the fort of 
Government it ought to adopt. He would not difpute but our troops 
might be much fuperior .to fhe enemy in difcipline, and our Generals 
in (kill, but he diftrufted their final fuccefs againft a foe whofe 
numbers were incalculable. He alfo allowed that our foreign con- 
quers in different parts of the globe refiedtcd honour on our arms. 
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and oax Commanders ; but he could perceive no folid advantage in '. 
thofe acqnifitions^ but a$ thcy^ migUt be made the inftruments of 
procuring the fovereigil objed of a general peace. The motive 
which he had in ^ving to his refcdutions the (hape in which they 
were ftopcfed, was, not to offend any of thei)r Lordfhips by what 
might be deemed an improper interference with the royal prerogative. 
He confidered the fenfe of the manufadurers to be againft the war | 
he could forefee no advantages that would accrue from its continu- 
ance, and wifhed to prevent thofe confequences which might refult 
from its impofing new taxes upon a people already burdened as 
inuch as they could bear. Without being anf^erable for the fuccefs 
of hispropoiitionSy he would confole himfelf with the refleftion of 
having done his duty. As to the charge made againft him, of 
treating the name of Barrere with too little refpedl, he would only 
fay, that he fpoke of him as he felt. He approved the firft reyo-^ 
lution, which promifed to reftore liberty to France.* The circum- 
flances that iince fucceeded it, excited his utmoft abhorrence,' and 
he could not eftcem a man who was a leader in fuch tranfa<Sions^ 
But if he paid Barrere no compliment, he did not at leaft diigrace 
him, when he placed him in the fame line of argument, which he 
thought it neceffary to apply to the.Minifters of this country. 

The Houfe then divided on the qucftion for an adjournment^ 
when the numbers were 

Contents . - -^ 82 

Proxies - . - 31 ■ 113 

Not-contents - - • - 13 


Majority 100 

> < 

Lift of the Minority in the Houfe of Lords on the Duke of Bed-* 

ford's motion. 

Dukes pf Bedford, Earls of Thanct^ 

Norfolk, and Albemarle, 

Grafton, Egmont, and 

Marq. of Lanfdowne, Stanhope. 

Earls of Guildford, Lords Ched worth, and 

Lauderdale^ Su John* 

Derby, 


Monday, 2d jFufU. 
No debate* 
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On the Statute Labour'biU being read a third time, 

* Earl STANHOPE objefled to the power which it gave to Juf» 
ticcs of the Peace ; which power he called an arbitrary one, inaf- 
much as it allowed tfic Magiftrate to ihew that lenity to one man, 
which he might deny to another ; and therefera he (hould move an 
amendment to alter that part of the bill. 

A (hort cpnverfation enfued, in which the truth of that afTertion 
of Lord Stanhope was denied by Earl Spencer, Lord Auckland,, 
and die Lord Chancellor. ^ 

Earl STANHOPE, notwithftanding, infifted on his motion being. 
put, which, with feveral other amendments by the fame noble Lord, 
were all negatived without a divifion, and the bill pafTed, and was 
<Mered to' the Commons. 

Earl of LAUDERDALE moved, that the Houfe be fumcwned 
to attend thdr duty on Thurfday next. — ^Ordered. 

The Houfe adjourned to Thurfday. 

ThuffJay, ^th June* 
No debate. 

r 

Friday f 6th yune* 

The Earl of HARDWICKE prcfcntcd the following petition 
from Mr. Haftings, addreiTed to their Lordlhips. 

• ** THaT it is with the greateft rcludance and concern that your pc- 
tkioqer fe^l^ himfelf obliged once more to addrefs your Lordihips on th« 
fubjedt of this long-depending trial. 

*' Your petitioner begs leave to lay before your Lordihips, his well- 
founded apprehenfions, excited by the manner in which the general reply 
on the part of the Managers is now evidently conducted, that fuch reiply 
is meant to be extended beyond the probable Uroils of the prefcnt fcmoa 
of Parlianient. 

** Your petitioner hopes he may be allowed to bring to your Lord* 
&ips' recollection, that the reply was, at the inilance of the Managers, 
adjourned over from the laft year, under the aflurance of an accelerated 
and early termination of it, and that the whole of the prefent fellion, 
except a fmall interruption occafioned by the examination of the Marquis 
CornwaHis, has been employed by the honourable Managers. Not« 
iKKth {landing that, your petitioner has, for the purpofe of difpatch, in 
addition to the facrifices made for a fimilar purpofe in the laft vear,* 
waved his right to obferve by his counfel on the new evidence adduced 
in reply. . ' 

** Your petitioner begs leave again to fuggeft to your Lord{hi2>s, the 
une^mpied duration of his trial, the indefinite period to which it may^ 
be fiill farther protracted, and the extreme vexation and injury to which* 
hc' would be fubjeCted, if the intention on the part of his profecutor&. 
fhould be fuifered to have e£Ee6t« - y 

Vol. XXXVIIL 3 D 


3l^ PARl-IAMilN^TAllY A^tJ94m 

** He implores, therefore* of yQur.IxHxlfeips' humanity and jufticc, 
that fuch racafures may be adoptea on the part of your Lord(hips, as may 
aifure to your pedcioner the fpeedy termio^tion of thk paintul amd ftn-^ 
paralleled proceeding 5 and farther, if need (iiould be^ that yt>ur- Lord* 
fhips will graciouily condefcend, in fuch manner as to the wUdom and 
dignity of your Lordfhips may fecm meet, to become fuitors to lilt 
Maje^y's i^oodnefs in his behalf, thxt die prefent {c&on of JParliametfr 
may be permitted to continue till, the reply on the part of tho^hoiloiiir^ 
alble Managers for the Houfe o£ Commons ihall be fully and iinaliy 
dofed. 

' <%ned) WARREN HASTINGS," 

The Houfe adjourned- . 

• ■ t * 

Saturday^ yth yune. 

* ' 

LORD PRIVY SEAL (the Marquis of Stafford) btoqght 1^ 
the Second Report of the Committee of Secrecy. . , 

The title being read, the Report was ordered to be printed* 

Wednejday^ Xlth Juncf 

Lord GRENVILLE gave notice, that he (hould, on Friday the 
1 3th, move a vote of thanks to Earl Howe, for his tate glorious 
viSory over the French. His Lordfhip alfo faid, that as in all 
probability there would be a full attendance of their Lordfhips on 
that ^Ay, he ftKmld eoinfidcr it as a proper <5pportunity to take into 
confideration the Report of 4he Secret Committer. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, as there m%ht piDVaialy arifc 
a ^ticbate on both thofe fubje^s, he ihooid advifc the noble Zxnrd to 
appoint feparate days for the difcuffion of each. 

Lord GRENVILLE could not conceive how it was poiTible for 
any noble Lord to have an objecSlion to thank our naval cominander 
and Ms galkunet lofficers £»r-4:heir moft fplendid vi(9oiy Over the ene^ 
my, or what fpecies of argument could call fuch. a prdpofition iptb' 
debate 4 and, as he could have no idea of a<diilent to what he (hould 
pfopoie, he (hould not follow the noble Earl's advice. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, he wifhed the Houfe wool* 
tpx feparate with a wrong impreffion of what he had laid ; it was 
very far from his intention^ sind he believed ^-om the intention <£, 
cTtry Member of the Houfe, to make any oppofition to the vote of 
Aanks to Earl Howe, &c. ; it was undoubtedly Veil merited, andf 
would arifc from the gratitude every man 'of Ais country muft be 
in^preiTed with for their great fervioes ; but it was equally neceffaxy 
fb CKpeft, that fomc Members of the Houfe might take that cippor- 
tuiuty to eommcnt on the events of the war, which might pofliBly 
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brlT^ €ft\ a debate, on IvMch account he wifhcd a iiy might be aa 
poiitted for that purpofc alone. 

Lord GRENVILLE replied, that the ycfte of thanki wm not 
connected with the merits of the war. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR put the queftwn t^adJQum. 

Thurfddy, 1 2th June* 
No dtbate. 

Friday^ 1 3/A yune. 

^ Ix>rc| GRENVILLE roTe, he faid» in confequence of the notics 
which he had the honour of giving their Lordftiips on Wednefday, 
of his intention of moving the thanlcs of their Lordfliips to JLor4 
Howe. Thb was a fubjcft upon which he was fure fuch perfe<3: 
unanimity muft prevdl, any attempt on his part to expatiate upon 
the circumflances attending the late glorious vidtory obtained by His 
Majefly's fleet under the command of that able and gallant Admiral^ 
would be pcrfbffly unncceflary. He could not, however, avoid fay- 
ing, that ii4ien all the circumflances of the late engagement were 
iconfidered, it would be found to be one of the moft glorious to this 
country of any that are to be found in its naval hiftory 5 for, exclu- 
five of that determined .courage which has always charadlerifed th|$ 
£ngii(h ieamen, diei e was a degree of flcill and fcience difplayed bf 
the noUe Loixl that never was exceeded upon any former occafioq. 
Xhus much his feelings had prompted him to fay > and he (hould 
oon^bide with moving, 

That the thanks of the Houfe be given tp Admiral Earl Howe;, for 
the iinportant fervices rendered to his country, by his abl? and gailaac 
conau6| 10 thj? vtdory obtained by the j9leet under his cotnm$i^, ovgr 
the French fleet, on the ift of June, 1794 *. 

• r 

} • I I 

* It may be proper that ibme account of this meifidriKble vi^^ory, the 

fno& bi^illiant and complete erer atchieved in the annuls of die Britifii 

BaTy, fliould aceoflnpray this telHmony of the approbation of Parlia* 

ment, and it cannot be |>e«ccr recorded than in the words of t^ 

.|aUant Admiral £arl Howei :i& bis letter, inferred in the London 

' Gazette £xtraoniinary of Jone 10, 1794, 

Mmiralty-Office^ June 10, 1794* 

Sir B^er Cnrtia, firft Captam to Admihi Earl Howe, arrived this 
<eveiliof with a difpatch from hit Lordfiiip to Mr. Stephens, of "which 
the foUo^iag is a copy ; . 

'^een Chm-loitt^ mt S(M^ June 2; I'J^^ 
• UJbant^ E. hslfif, 14.0 leagues. 

sia. 

Thinking it may.jMSt be neceijary to miike 9 more piartieular rcpor| 
of my proceedings with the fleet tor the prelent information of the 

ZD 2, 


^S* PAKL.IAMENTARY .A. 1794. 

. That the thanks of the Hoiife be given to Rcar-AdmiraU' Hood, 
Craves, Cornwall, Paflcy, Bowycr, and Sir R. Curtis, .an.4 to all the 
Captsuns anct officers of the fleet, fbr their brave and gallant behaTiour 
4aridg that engagement : 

' - - 

Lonls Commiffloncrs of the Admiralty, 1 confine taf eommtjnications 
chiefly, in this difpatch to the occurrences when in prefence of the 
enemy ycfterday. 

Finding, on my return off Brell on the 19th paft, that theTrencli IReet 
had, a few days before, put to fea ; and receiving, on the fame evening, 
advices from Rear-Admiral Montagu, I "deemed it requifitc to endeavour 
to form a junflion with the Rear-Admiral as fpgn as poffible, and jiro- 
ceeded immediately for the flation on which he nseant to wait fof the 
return of the Venus. 

But having gained very credible intelligence, on the 2 ill of the fame 
month, whereby i had reafon to fuppofe the French fleet was then but 
a few leagues farther to the weflward, the courfe before fleered was altered 
accordingly. \ ** 

On the morning of the 28th, the enemy were difcovcred far to wind- 
ward, and partial actions were engaged, with them that evening and the 
•next day. 

- The weather gage having been obtained in the progrcfs of the lafl- 
'^mentioned day, and the fleet being in a fituation for bringing the enemy 

to clofe action the ifl inflant, the ihips bore up together for that purpoie, 

betwee;n feven and eight o'clock in the morning. 

' The French, their force confifling of twenty-fix (hips of the line, op- 
•pofed to His Majefty*s fleet of twenty-five (the Audacious having parted 
•company with the flernmofl: ilup of the . enemy fs line,, captured m the 

night of the 28th) waited for the adion, and fuftained the attack with 

their cuflomary refolution. 

In lefs than an^ hour after the clofe a£lion commenced in the centre^ 

the French Admiral engaged by the Queen Charlotte crowded ofl^ and 

was followed by moft of the ihips of his vaa in condition to carry fail 
'after him, leaving with us about ten or twelve of his crippled or totally 
•difmafled ihips, exclufive of one funk in the engagement. The Queen 

Charlotte had then loft her fore tbpmafl, and the main topmaf): fell over 

- the fide very foon after. ... 

The greater number of the other (hips of the Britifli fleet were, at this 
.time, fo much difabled or widely (eparated, and under fuch circumflances 
^with refped to thofe ihips of the enemy in a flate of a^on, and with 

which the firing was ilill continued, that two or three, even of their 
.difmantled ihips, attempting to get away under a fpritfail fingly, or 

froaller fail raifed on the iiump of the foremafl, could not be detained. 
Seven remained in our pofleflioni one of which, however, funk before 

the adequate afliflance could be given to her crew; but many were 

faved. 

The Brunfwick, having lofl: her. mizen-maft in the action, and drifted 
.to leeward^ of the French retreating ihips, was obliged to put away large 

to the northward from them. Not feeing her chafed by the enemy, m 
.that predicament, I flatter myfeif, ihe may arrive in fafety at Plymouth. 

All the other twenty-foyr ihips of His Majcfty's fleet re-aifembled later 

in the day, and I am preparing to return with them, as foon as' the cap- 
- tared (hips of the enemy are fecnred, for Spithead, * . - 


A^-Kf94* V / D E B A.T Z S, r 319 

^ Tbat the H(N1& dbet highly approve of the conduft of the featnen^ 
'{bldiers, and mariDea, onboard the fleet; and that the officers ofjhek 
rd^e£^ive flups do eommunicate the fame to them : And, 
. .Thfti the Loid Chancellor do Communicate the thanks of the Houfe to 
S^rlHowe. ... 

The material injurj to His Majefly's (liips, I underftand^ is confined 
principally to their mails and yards, which I conclude will be fpeedily 
replaced. 

I have not' yet been able to colleft regular accounts of the killed and 
wounded in the different (kips. Captain Montagu is the only officer of his 
rank who fell in the adtion. The number of both defcriptions, I hope, 
will prove fmall, the nature of the fervice confidered ; but I have th/s 
concern of being obliged to add, on the fame rubj>6^, that Admiral 
Oreaves has received a wound in the arm, and that Rear*AdmiraIs 
Bowyer and Pafley, and Captain Hutt, of the Qijeen, have each had a 
leg taken off; they are, however, (I have the fatisfa^on to hear) in a 
favourable ftate under thofe misfortunes. In the captured fbips the 
numbers of killed and wounded appear to be very cohfiderable. 

Though I (hull have, on the fubjedt of thefe different adiond of the 
•nemy, diftinguifhed examples hereafter to report, I prefume the deter- 
mined bravery pf the feverai ranks of officers and the 'fhips companies 
'employed under my authority, will have been already fufficiently de- 
'DOted bythe effeftof theirfpirited exertions; and, I trufl, I (hall be ex- 
;Cufed for poftponing the more detailed narrative of the other tranfadHons 
of the fleet thereon, for being communicated at a future opportunity ; 
'more efpecially as my firft Captain, Sir Roger Curtis, who is charged 
'with this difpatch, will be able to give the farther information the Lords 
'Commtifioners d the Admiralty may at thistime require. It is incum- 
-^bent on me, neverthelefs, now to add, thit I am greatly indebted to 
, him for his copncils as well as condud in every branch of my official 
' duties : and I h^ve fimilar affidance in the late occurrences^ to acknow- 
^ ledge of my fecond Captain, Sir Andrew Douglas. 
I amy with great confideration. Sir, 

Your mod obedient fervant, 

HOWE. 

P. S. The names and force of the captured French fliips with the fleet 
11 tranimitted herewith. , 

Lifi ofFtfnch Jhips cuptured on the ijl Jay of Jum^ 2 794,. 

^ La Jufle — — — 80 Guns, 

'i ^ns Pareille — -—80 

\ \ L.*America — -^ 74 

' L'Achille — — — 74. 

Northumberland — ^ 7^ 

'^^^ L^Impetueux •*— -— 74 * ^ 

. . Vengeur — — — 74 funk almofl xmrae* 
dtately upon being taken poffeffion of. 

. * N. Ki The fliip flated to have been captured- on the evening of the 
.aSth of laft month| it faid by the prt^ners to be the Revolutiooaire of 
120 guns. 
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hord ORENVILLE faicT, thit mOi rtipdk to ftis laft mddpnf, 
he \7iihed to obferve, that it certainly would te more gratifylt^ to 
the Houfe to have an opportunity of d^aring Atir fentiments to 
the noble Admiral perfonally in his place, but the prefeift fituatien 
of affairs would render his abfence from the fleet extremely incon- 
venient ; and therefore he thought it would be better to hav6, the 
than^ of the Houfe tranfmitted by the Lord Chancellor. 

The Duke of GRAFTON feid, that he knew the orders of the 
Houfe did not require that any motion (hould be feconded : if diey 
-did, he (hould have been zealous to have the honour of ftandirg 
forward upon this occafion. He could not, however, avoid faying 
a few words upon this fubje<St. He had had the honour of living 
in habits of the greateft intimacy and friendthip with the noble Ad- 
miral for a period of above thirty-five years, and di^ring that whole 
time, he had formed but one opinion of him^ which was, that e^ 
ciufive of bis valuable qualities as a man, he was moft eminently 
diftinguKhed ^s a ftatefman, a feaman, and a hero. If he were fb 
attempt, upon this occafion, to call to the recollecflion of the Hpuf<?, 
the various important fervices performed by the noble Lord for his 
country, his want of abilities to defcs'ibe diem nn^ perhaps take 
from the Idht which belonged to them : he could not, however, 
avoid jufl mentioning fome of the many glorious expbits performed 
by the noble Lord, which muft for ever enfure to him the gradtude 
of his country. The fldlt and bfaveiy difplayed by him in the war 
before the laft, when he brought the Maghahime, which he then 
commanded, clofe to a fort on the Ifle of Rhe,. and fiknced it, w^s 
an a<£t which at that time excited the admiratipn of the whde 
kingdom. When afterwards he a^ted, together with the late" Admi- 
ral Kcppel, under the celebrated Lord HaWke, in the engagement 
on the coaft of France with Monfieur de Conflans, he conduced 
himfelf in fiiCh a manner as to receive from Lord ({a,wke the moft 
diftinguiflied marks of approbation. Faffing over a variety of other, 
importjint fervices, he Ihoald conie t» a period wheri Lo«d Howe 
had a command in America laft war ; and here he would venture to 
fay, that if his conduit in that fervice was tried by the tefts of truth 
and candour, the tefult would be highly to hi-s honour. He came 
now to a circumftar.ce which excited the aftonifliment and admi- 
ration of all Europfe, and was alone fufl&cient to rank him among 
4he firft feftmen th^s country ever produced — he meant, the relief of 
Gibraltar, in the face of the combined fleets of Fraiice and Spain, 
which were at that tiitite more in number by one third ihan his own. 
It v(ais«^M3a this occdtion that the great Frederick of PrufTia paid hts 
tribute of approbation to Lord Howe, in a letter which he fent him 


tfmoi^ the fneriiuin of iiis Mimfier atr thii Court. If any nxm 
irks tiecdlhry^ to cflablifli the chaiader of this gallant Admiral, it 
0017"^ remained to mesntinn his laft glorious vi£bry, by which the 
narfLiisperioritjr of Enj^and^ivas deafly afcertained. His Grace 
fikU he was fure thcve was not one noble Lord in tltiit Houfe^^-* 
na^ niore, that tbem ^seasnot one True Briton, who did not feel 
8ie tNxnaff gratitude to the noble Lord for his important fervices | 
and if it £ould be faid of iny man, it might be (kid of hia»» ^' H^ 
may lead his hiflory iri a nation's eyes.^ , 

The Duke of BEDFORD alfo perfotMy agreed with the motloni 
and piaifes of tbejnobic £arl> becaufe he did not diinlc they wer^ 
mpr otore deib^vc4^ :That the vi<5bDry was a great and ^orioug 
aae^ eirei^ ^sn would ehearfuUy bear his: teffimony ; and to htm k 
wfts^xloufalyib, faecaaie he had his hopes it might be the caufe of 
kddiog to a peace. The French would and muft he oonvinced by 
ky that' they were by no means a match for die Britifli failors on that 
•faroentJiT^here.they had fo long maintained the fuperiority ;• as ouf 
MmifteiB) be trufted, . would (hordy admit the folly ofperfevering 
in an expenfive fordigai campaign. Wherever England had adled 
iari diis her pioper fphere, ihe had been umformly fuccefsful, in the 
£afi^ in the Weft Indies^ and in this laft a^on : if we hajd eaufo 
tokegtet a failure any where, it was on the Continent; this clearly 
fcovad %hc afofundity of a Quixotic taimpaign in Flanders, and, ht 
hoped, would induce Miniflers to truft mone to what was the real 
bulwark of the natbn ; lihsdt was fufficioit to protedt us abroad, and 
preferve us from daxi^rs at home. 

.: Lord LAUDERDALE faid, that he felt himfelf bound to fay a 
few words, to prevent any mifconcqytion of what had fallen froiti 
hun when the Secretary of State gave notice of this motion. He 
was afraid he might be fuppofed to have intimated fomething Hke an 
idea of oppo6ng this motion, than which nothing could be farther 
Irom his intention. The condu^l of the noble Lord who was the 
Aibje^of this motion, had been foch as to render it impoflible for 
an idea of that kind to enter into the contemplation of any man in 
Ibat Houjfe, or in the kingdom. So far from oppoling, be wifiied 
to be among the foremofiin congratulating the noble Admiral, upon 
ttie glorious event. Whether, confidering the fervice upon which 
Lord Howe was fent, and the immenfe importance it was of to this 
country, a fufiicient force had been allowed him, was a point which 
he wou3d not &en confidei* ; but even if the force were infuiScient, 
Ixxwever blame might attach elfewliere, it mud tend to increafe the 
glory obtained by the noble Lord. He entertained the fame feifti* 
jmentsas the noUe Duke upon diis occafion 'j he was perife^ly ready 
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to tfaank'the noble Earl, and air the oiEcers and nteilif whbTevx-'' 
ertions this grc^t and glorious vidlory had been gained, and he ihoold^ 
ii6t now call to the recoIl€<f\ion of the Houfe, the extent of the force 
under the command of this noble Earl, or fiiy any thing. on theipro^ 
bable adequacy of it at die time it was fent upon the fervice ^hich 
it had fince fo fortunately performed ; thefe were points which he 
(hould'wave for the prefent. He^fubfcribed entirely to the vote of 
thanks ; but he begged to be underftood as eacpreffing a hope that 
good ufe would be made of the vkaory we had gained, which -was 
that of procuring peace. He maintained that the idea of conquering 
France for the purpofe of edablifhihg a form of Government was 
not no^ more rational than at any odier period, imd we ou^ now- 
Id take leave of it for ever. The people of flus country had never* 
had any fuch esctravagant' defires, dicy wifhed to fee our fupeiioiity 
kept up at fea, but as to any conqueft of ours over the French by 
land, they affected the people but ilighdy. Nothing could denion* 
ffarate this more readily, than referring to the fenttmentsof the. peo- 
ple at large. Our fuccefis at Valenciennes, arid, fome <^her events 
by land, was received with pretty general indifference ; but when 
the news of the vidory of our grand fleet arrived, every heart beat 
with rapture^ and every countenance fparkled with joy ; this ought 
Id teach Oovernment die genuine fentiments of the people. He 
was confident they now all felt that this country is entirely out of 
all danger, therefore an attempt at conquering France would be .un- 
neceflary andfooliih, even admitting it tobe poffible. He'there*- 
fore hoped that while we were thanking brave men as they julUy; 
Hierited, ' fuch ufes would be made of thie vidory they had gained^ 
as would be of benefit and advantage to this country at large. . * 

Lord Vifcount SYDNEY agreed in every thing that had been 
£iid to the honour of the chanuSer of the noble Earl, under whole 
command this glorious vidlory was gained ; he followed the noble 
Duke who had brought forward fome inftances in which tiiis great 
ofBcer had diflinguifhed himfelf, and agreed in the general conclu* 
iion drawn from them all, that the noble Earl had given many, 
proofs of a great and able officer. He rejoiced as much as any 
man at this great and important vidory ; he thou^t it would anfwer 
the purpofe to which vidlories ought always to be applied, the ob- 
tainment of peiace ^ he thought this victory tended very much to 
peace ; but he muft obferve, that peace was to be made, not by 
abandoning the war, but by fighting our enemies by fea and land ; 
not by making a falfe eftimate of our own fhrength, or of the 
iircngth of the enemy, but by following the example of the gallant 
Commander their Lordfljips were now about to' tjiank ; he wifhed 
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. 
OS to join tmanimoufly in this idea, and follow up the example o^ 

one of the grcateft men that ever lived, Admiral Howe, and we 
may hope for a glorious peace. 

• The Duke of CLARENCE faid, that after fo many noble 
Lords had fhtted their fentiments upori this fubjed, the Houfe would 
forgive him if he trefpalTed a few moments upon their attention. 
By the late glorious vidory obtained by Lord Howe, the fuperiorit/ 
of the Englifh was eftabliflied, and he hoped would remain fo for 
ever. He could not avoid obferving, that in the two laft war^ as 
wcl! as upon the prefent occa(k)n, when the fleets of England and 
France ' met upon equal terms, die fuperior (kill and ileadinefs of 
Ae Englifh were always manifofted : this aflertion was proved by 
three great naval viftories ; the firft in the war befoi*e the laft, 
when Lord Hawke gained (o glorious a viftory over M. de Con- 
flans ; the fecond in the laft war, when Lord Rodney, on the me- 
morable X 2th of April, fo completely defeated &ie French in the 
Weft Indies ; and the third was the inftance which they were tfien 
Celebrating. He regarded this laft a6l of his Lordftiip's, as one of 
the greateft that 'ever took place in the hiftory of the country. He 
concluded by faying that he would not at prefent make any obferva- 
tions on what had been faid by a noble Earl refpedting the interna). 
Government of a neighbouring country. 

The Order of the day was then read, for taking into confideratiort 
the Report of the Secret Committee. The title of the Report being 
read. 

Lord GRENVILLE rofe and faid, he did not think it ncceflary 
that the whole of the Report Ihould be read to their Lordftiips, be- 
caufehe was fore that every noble Lord had read it over with that 
attention which a fubjedl of (uch magnitude and importance required. 
He hoped, diat, having read it, he ftiould find but one opinion in^ 
the Houfe with refped to the meafure which he (hould feel it his 
duty to propofe. It would not be neceffary for him to occupy mUch 
of their Lordftiips* time in fubmitting his reafons for propofirig at 
this junfture to carry an addrefs to the foot of the ThrOne, to affure 
His Majefty of their fteady and loyal fupport, becaufe the Report 
itfeif contained the ftrongeft arguments that could poffibly be oftered 
upon the fubjedl. It could furely be no longer contended, that 
there did not exift in this country a confpiracy, the objeft of which 
was, under the fpecious name of a reform, to fubvcrt its Govern- 
ment, laws and religion. Fortunately the confpiracy was difcovcred 
in time, their plans developed, and their intentions fruftrated. 
This confpiracy was the more dangerous, becaufe it was not the 
efFufion of temporary diiTconccnt, it was not the unpremeditated fury 
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of a thoughtle& mob, but it was a cool, ddiberate, fyftcmatic plan 
to defboy the Conditution of England, and to fubftltute in its place 
the tyranny of France. From a pef ufal of the Report, it would 
appear that this plan had been carrying on by perfons in this coun- 
try, in conjun£tion with others abroad, for more than two years ; 
and they thought they had brought it to a ftatc nearly ready to be 
carried into execution, when the whole was happily difcovered. 
Their Lordihips would find, that foon after the deftru^on of the 
Monarchy in France, a fyftem pf correfpondence was eftabliOied 
between certain clubs in this country and the new Government in 
that. In November 1792, formal addreffes were fent from cer- 
tain Societies here to the Convention of France, and recdved regu- 
lar anfwers. Thcfe Societies^ covering their real defigns under the 
pretext of a reform in Parliament, took upon themfelves to declare 
to the French Government, that the people of England were anxious 
to (hake off the yoke which opprefled them, and to adopt the new 
fyftem of liberty ; thcy*told them, that, however they might be 
kept from declaring their fentiments, the majority of the Englifh 
were againft the Government. Their Lordfliips would perceive, 
that the Committee had particularly defcribed that Society, which, 
by way of eminence, was called The London Correfponding Society. 
This Society feemed to have been formed of, or at leaft to have 
been conducted by perfons in a higher fphere of life, and more cul- 
tivated talents, than mod of the other Societies. It was throiigh 
the medium of this Society that a correfpondence was kept up between 
the other Societies in different parts of the kingdom, and thofe infa- 
mous and deftruAive principles circulated, which tend to the de- 
ftrudlion of all regular Government. Although the war between 
His Majefty and France interrupted the dired correfpondence which 
before exifted between the Societies here and thofe in France, it did 
not prevent the former from feeling a very ftrong intereft in the 
caufe of the French, nor from endeavouring, as much as they could, 
to juftify every one of their meafures, however hoftile to this country. 
Having diifeminated their pernicious principles to a considerable de- 
gree, and drawn many unthinking perfons to join them, it became 
neceffaiy to bring their principles into adlion, and to reap th« fruits 
of their labours. For this purpofe^, they mentioned the propriety, 
and even necefTity, of adopting the example of France, and call a 
General Convention, for the redrefe of grievances, and the reforma- 
tion of abufes. In purfuance of this plan, that meeting, which 
took the title of The Britifh Convention, met at Edinbuiigh in Oc- 
tober 1793. His Lordfhip faid, ^it would be wholly unneceffary 
for him to trace ^e whole of the proceedings of this pretended Con- 
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"iSmtion, TTicy were not fatisficd with adopting the deftruiStivc prin- 
ciples whi^h have plunged France into defolation and ruin, but they. 
Icdiowed ^s far as t^iey could, the manner, and ufed the language of 
the French Convention. But all the eloquence and talents of the 
Members of this Convention could never have enabled them to. 
cany into cffeft their infamous defigns : fomething more e^ftual 
^s nvantihg, and that was arms. Their Lordfhips would fee traced 
^Dt in the Report, the means adopted for the procuring of arms,' 
and' the mtiire of thofc arms. Conllderable quantities of them were 
prepared, and would probably foon have been, broi^ht into us, i£ 
it had not been for the providential difcovery made of their defigns, 
and the meafures taken to prevent theml His Lordihip here wifhed 
to remark to the Houfe, the deliberate and determined fyftem witfi 
which thefc perfons purfued their infamous projedl. It would be 
natural to fuppofe, that when fome of the Members of the Con* 
tion were taken' up and puniOied with tranfportation, when t^ey 
knew they had ofiended againft the laws of their country, they would 
have been deterred by the examples, and have renounced fuch fedi- 
tious intentionfi ; but the reverfe was the cafe. When the Con- 
vention was difperfcd, their Committee of emergency immediately 
b^an to fit, ^nd to communicate with aU the Societies eftablifhed 
in different parts of the kingdom. He made this obfervation to 
fhew, that the danger oiight not to be treated as light, nor the con- 
fpirators with ccmtempt, becaufc it appeared, that what they wanted 
in numbers and importance, they made up by perfeverance and 
boldnefs. Under all thefe circumftances, he hoped to find but one 
opinion 'among their Lordlhips. He was fure every one of them 
would ftand forward in the defence of the Conftitution of this coun- 
try ; and he was convinced, that, having perufed the Report, there 
could be no doubt entertained df the exiftence of the confpiracy; 
He therefore hoped, that the addrefs which he meant to propofcy 
would meet with the univerfal approbation of the Houfe. His 
Lordihip concluded by moving, 

' «* That an humble addrefs be prefeotcd to His Majefty from the Lords 
Spiritual and Temporal in Parliament aflembied, informing His Majefty^ 
that they haye .taken into confideration his mpft gracious coid'munication, 
relative to certain papers and tranfadtions, militating againft the public 
fafety, and that they conceived it their bounden duty to lay before His 
Majefty their fentiments, that they have feen with concern a traitorous 
and feditioas confpiracy againft the authority of Parliament, and againft 
their happy and glorious Conftitution. And that tbey have beheld* fyfte* 
matic pbns, and wicked and deteftable defigns, leading to all the horror) 
pf anarchy, with a firm convi^on that they w/re avowed, an4 on the 
point of being executed. ■ \ 

^^ That theii Lordftiips felt their gratitude for His Majeft^-s paternal 
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care to bnag to exemplary panifluBent the authors and 4ibet|pis of aQl^c^ 
plans as are repugnant to the exifting Government^ and thajt they wiih to 
.vcft additional powers in the Exectitive Govemntent^ to provide for the 
public tranquility, relying on His Majefty for the foppreffion legalty cS 
luch crimes; and that they were ready to give energy a«id Yigbnr to that 
law by which they are protefled, and by which they enjoy their liberties^ 
and the preffervation ofgood order." 

Lord GRENVILLE tlien faid> if this addfdfs flK)uidin8Ct tte 
approbation of their Lordihips, he fhould propofe, thsdt k be fent 
to the Commons for their approbation, in order tbat.it fl^ould be 
prefented to His Majefty. as the joint addrefs of thQ.two;Houfe8 of 
Parliament* 

■ Loid ABINGDON faid, " Your Lordfliips' Rcpfart fiom the 
$ecret Committee having referred to projeds of the inoft ddfperate 
and flagitious nature, rcfpe<Sling the Members of bolji Houfes of 
Farliameist^ I have, as a fpecimen of tlus, in my hand» a tetter 
jaddreiTed 40 me from the town of GUfgpw, indoling the fpeech of 
a noble Lord of this Houfe, which was printed, and in many thou- 
{ands, as it is faid, circulated there. The fpeech is tittided, *^ A 
Copy of that n^ofl extraordinary Speech, deliva'ed in the Houfe ^ 
lyords by the right honourable the Earl of Stanhope, oa Thurfds^ 
tiie a 3d of January, ^794> for ifec reftotation of peace, and ac- 
knowledging the French Republic." And the kttcr is as follows: 
V This moft excellei^t fpeech has been rq^rintcd in Glafgow ; many 
fhoufand? of it are , now in circulation. Your " Hoife Lai^h" is 
marked, and will be properly attended to." Your Loidfhips tnsj 
remember, that Avhen this fpeech was made, I faid that the beft ar- 
gument in anfwer to it was, <* A good loud Horfe lau^" It i» 
for thisanfw^f, ^n, that I am, thank God ! a marked man ; £Dr 
who of your Lordfhips, calling himfelf an EngHAinian, that would 
pot be proud of fuch a mark ? but I mention this now, not in ad«« 
drcfs to thofe of your Lordfliips who have any refpe£k for your own 
J^onour.and dignity, but in admonition to thofe Sans-Culotte L<nrds 
of this Houfe, who, in carrying on their intrigues, and formiflg 
their, parties within thefe walls, are as forgetful of themfclvcs as 
ihty are dead to the mifchief which tl>ey are fo refponfibly the occaw 
jion of wiljiout thefe walls. And this, my Loris, I fay in con^ 
Cern, as well as in admorHtion." 

The Earl pf LAUDERDALE faid, that having paid as much 
attention 4s po0ible to t}>e Report, and to the fpeech of the noblQ 
Secretary of State^ he ^xpeded fomething like prpoft dF the ex« 
iilencQ of a oo^fpjracy, which would have folly warranted die pro- 
priety of carrying up to the Throne, the ^ddrefs which had juft 
been propqfedf From allj however, that he had beard or feen^ 
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tbtte wft^ nafifirh evidence, nor any fufEcient proofs that them was^ 
fii^i t confpiracy. But if for a nx>inent Minifters were to get die 
afguno^nt their own way, the fpeech of the noble Lord only went to 
a pmnt that ought to bring criminality upon themfelves^ for fufiering. 
ihls eonf^iracy to proceed fo long after it was known to cxifty and 
for not taking the proper fteps to nip it in die bud. Their fyftem 
ffaemed to be to nurfe fedition till they thought it ripe for punifhment, 
that the credit of pUiliihihg it feverdy might be theirs, inftead tf 
diecking it upon the firft appearance, and rendering its confequencea 
fo little to be dreaded as to prevent any fears upon the fubjeft, of 
the necefllty of any pOnilhment at all: betides, his Lordihip con- 
tended, duit by Agreeing to the addrefs, they were pledging them- 
telves unjufttfkbly to ftipport iads, upon which no fort of evidetioe 
whatever had been laid before them; And what, of all things, he 
thovight it became dieir Lord(hips to confider ferioufly, was die in« 
juftice of which they were likely to be guilty if this addrefs paflSed, 
by prejudging the cafes of their fellow-fubjed^ who were now impri-' 
foned, and t6 be broo^t to trial, for fuppdfed offences connedled 
with this conipiracy. On this point dieir Lordfhips ought to con- 
fidt the dignity of their characters, as a Court of Judicature, wludi 
ought to prevent them fmih coming to any refoludon that could 
poffibly influence juries, or afieCt the interefls of diofe imfortunate 
perfons when dieir trials came on ; more particularly as they m^fat 
afterwards come by appeal or writs of erior, before that Houfe, for 
a final decition. The noble Earl then recurred to the pnxreedings 
of the Weftminfter meeting, and odier timilar meetir^s, held in 
the year 1 7 So, for the exprefs and avowed purpofes of eleding de** 
legates, and appointing meetings to take into contideratibn certain 
grievances ; to propofe remedies, and in every fenfe of the word to 
overawe the Parliament, in a much ihonger degree, and with niore 
violent eiq>refrions, dian any that appeared in the Report. To cor-* 
roborate his obfervations (xi'this point, he read the minutes and re- 
flations entered into at that time, and called the attention of the 
Hottfe to the names of tbofe who attended fliem ; it would be found 
that tfaey were not men of a defcription low and inconfiderable, but 
fome of the firfl d^rafters in the kingdom in point of rank, influ- 
ence and property, viz. die Duke of Portland, Marquis of Rocking^ 
ham. Earl of Derby, ri^t honourable Thomas Townfhehd, and 
many others equally refpedable. He contended that thefe pnx:eed-* 
ingfr at that time were fkr more violent than thofe of any of the So-^ 
cieties of the prefent day, and that the avowed purpofe of them waa 
to overawe the conduct of Parliament in a much more determined 
way; and yet the Legiilaturc had not thou^ fit to take any notico 
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of them at all. Notwithftanding the forbearance of the Executive 
Government at that time, it never had been known that any harm 
fefiihed from thefe proceedings ; on the contrsny, the country had 
never experienced a more unexampled and peaceable ftate of profpe- 
rity, than it did for a confiderable time afterwards. His Lordfhip 
tiben contrafted and pointed out the inconiiftency that appeared be- 
tween the Reports of the two Houfes of Parliament, and ftated 
wherein the contradidions were ; he confefTed he was rather inclined 
to diink, that moft attention had been paid to the drawing up of 
the Report in the other Houfe* It was flated by the one, that the 
firft appearance of Aofe pradices at Edinburgjh, commenced at a 
meeting of the Britiih Convention, in 17939 whereas the other 
hid particular ftrefs upon two former meetings, which took place in 
1 79 2* The noble Lord concluded his fpeedi by giving his diflent 
tbthe ^ddrefs. The noble Secretary of State frequently alluded to 
ihaft who were called Loyalifis in France, and he ftated their num- 
ber to be confiderable, from die ihong methods adopted againft them 
by the Committee of Public Safety ; and he would afk, might not 
Roberfpierre and Barrere draw the fame concluiiohs from thefe 
^eches and Reports of confpiracies here, and liiuft not the French 
nation coniider the aiTurances of the noble Secretary of State better 
authority than the deputation from any club whatever ? Befides thefe 
principal objedions, he contended there was a material difference 
between their Report and the one made by the Committee of the 
Houfe of Commons ; and he alfo conceived there was a confiderable 
blame reded with Minifters, if their fiatement was true, becaufe, 
i£ they knew of thefe feditious proceedings fo early as 1792, in his 
opinion^ it was their duty to have checked it in the bud, and not 
have fuffered it to ripen, merely for the pleafure of (hewing they 
had the power to punifh. He did not, however, believe any more 
danger was to be apprehended from thefe Societies, than followed 
thofe in the year 1780 and as well might the riots of that period be 
confideied as a fettled plan of confpiracy as any thing which had ap- 
peared in the prefent period. For thefe rddbns, particidarly as it 
went to prejudge men before their trials, he was againft the motion. 
Lord SYDNEY apologized for delaying the noble Earl (Mans* 
field) who had offered himfeif to their attention ; his own name 
having been mentioned as belonging to a Society, along with odier 
very refpedable names : the fa3 was, that he had never attended 
but once or twice, and for the plaineft reafon, he differed in a 
great degree from them upon the fubjed of parliamentary reform. 
For while almoft every individual of them was for propofing and 
pr^erring a diftin<^ plan of reform of bis own, he had been equally 
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adyerfe'to them all. Indeed, fome of them went b far as to think 
that to be a Member of Parliament at all was objefiionable. He 
ftated two whimfical proportions of fome Members in the Comnut- 
tee. The firft was, that there ihould be no Members of Parlia- 
ment permitted to aflbciate with them in future ; and the fecond 
was, that a gentleman, who had been expelled the Houfe of Com- 
mons for bribery, and was.imprifoned for fix months in the King's 
Bench, immediately cm his releafe was the firft perfon chofen. His 
Lord(hip(aid, that perhaps for uttering thefe fentiments, he might 
be called an Ariftocrat, a term of abufe which had lately become 
very fafhionable in France, and of w&ch, he confeiTed, he did not 
know the meaning, except he was to underftand, from a late very 
extraordinary advertifement, that it meacat a perfon who rode in a 
carriage*. When engaged in that AfTociation which had been al- 
luded to, he had the good fortune to concnr with fome of the moft 
refpe£hible names, fuch as the prefent Duke of Portland, and the 
late Marquis of Rockingham ; names, which it was impoffible to 
mention, without the higheft veneration and refpe<9:. But, admit- 
ting even that he had been prefent, and approving of all that had 
been done in that Society, yet how would that involve him or them 
in any imputation iimilar to that thrown upon the prefent Societies ? 
Was violence or arms ever thought of there ? or was there any 
among them at that period who entertained or were fufpedied of any 
jdefigns of overturning the conftitution ? They knew too well bow 
much eafier it was to throw down than to build up ; nor were 
they {q wild as to think of fubftituting vain fancies and untried fpe- 
culation, for the folid advantages of experience and wifdom. There 
was one thing, indeed, if it could be called an altepration, to which 
he had promifed, not perhaps his fupport, but to withhold his op- 
polition, provided they went ik) farther. • This was the addition 
to the number of the Knights of the Shire ; but this was thought 
too moderate to be palatable^ and was accordingly given up. With 

♦ The following is a copy of the advertiiement alluded to by his 
Lordfhip, publiiheu in the Morning Chronicle, Jtine 1 3, 1 794 : 

'^ Whereas an hired band of ruffians attacked my houfe in Mansfield 
flreet, in the dead of the night, between the z xth and i^th of June infl. 
and SET IT ON FIRE, at differelit times ; and whereas a Gentleman's 
carriage paffed feverat times, to and fro', in front of my houfe, and the 
Ariilocrat, or other perfon, who was in the faid carriage, gave money to 
the people in the ftreet, to encourage them ! This is to requefl the friends 
of liberty and good order, to (end me any authentic information they can 
procure, refpeding the name and place ^f abode of the faid Ariftocrat Or 
Other perlbn who was in the carriage above mentioned, in order that he 
may be made amenable to the law. 

STANHOPE. 
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refpeft to the prefent fituatiori of affairs, he was fi> convinced of the 
danger which had been impending over our heads, that he cordi* 
ally alTented to the propriety of the Report made, and of coutfe 
would fupport the addrefs now moved. 

The Earl of COVENTRY, in reply to the allufton made to 
his having been a Member of an AfTociation, faid, diat the objeA 
had at that time been folely reform of Parliament ; an okjefi pur- 
fued by peaceaUe, legal, and oonftitutional means. There had at 
that time been no attempt to call a Convention, or to procure arms. 
Without being guilty, dterefbre, of the fmalleft inconfiftency, the 
Earl faid, he fliould that day fupport the modon for the addivfs. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE explained that the nohk Lord 
who fpoke laft had totally mifunderftood the aiguments he had ufed* 
He bad not thrown any imputation upon that Society of which die 
noble Lord had been a member ; but had aiTerted, as a faA, that 
the fame imputations of diiaffedtioo snd <fifloyaIty, fo liberally be* 
flowed in the prefent day upon certain Societies, were equally libe* 
rally fcattered at that period upon that Society. 

The Earl of MANSFIELD declared, that he felt mare than 
ordinary anxiety upon the prefent occafion, as he was about to de- 
liver not merely his own fentiments upon the Report now before 
their Lordfliips, but thofe of a noble Duke (Portland), who, al- 
though labouring under the preiTure of the feverefl misfortune that 
could wring the heart of man^ yet fo far remembered his public 
duties, amidft his private woes, as to commiiTion him thus publicly 
to declare his moft perfedt approbation of, and acquiefcence in, the 
Report made by their Committee, and of the meafure now founded 
upon that Report. Delivering his own private fentiments upon die 
fubjed^ his Lord(hip entered into a oompariibn of the prefent So- 
cieties and that held at the Thatched Houfe, which his Lordfhip 
juftifiedfrom any imputation of treafon or difloyalty. The noble 
Lord (Lauderdale) had attempted to undervalue the danger to be 
apprehended from the prefent Societies, from the fuppofed infig- 
nificance, both of their numbers and their confequence. With ro" 
fpeiEl to the former of thofe, fuppofing their numbers as low as you 
pleafe, were.asfew as two hundred, yet there was not a fchool-boy 
but knew that the fervile war, which {hook the Roman Republic 
to its very foundadon, was, at its commencement, carried on by 
no more than feventy flaves, who made their efcape, and in felf- 
defence turned upon their purfuers. With re^d to the rank and 
confequence of thofe concerned in the prefent confpiracies, he had 
no hefitation in diiclaring it as his o{Hnion, that the Societies whp 
appeared to ftand forward in the buGncfs, were but the tools and 
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inftrufnents in. the hands of others, more intelligent and more pow- 
erful) who artfully kept themfelves behnid the curtain, and, them- 
felves concealed, played off their puppets upon the Public. In Re- 
gard to the overt adts which he infilled had been committed, he 
referred the Houfe to the Appendix of the Committee ; it was evi- 
dent from their plan, that they meant to corrcft the error of the 
rioters in the year 1780, who did not tMnk of feizing upon the 
Bank till after their ftrength was exhaufted in fubordinate enter- 
prizes ; but* the defigns of the prefent confjpi^ators were, firft to 
fcize upon th^ Bank, then tljp perfons of the Magiftrates and Judges, 
and then, .after having opened the prifons to increafe their forces, 
proceed to Parliament, armed with their pikes, to prefent their pe- 
titions for reform at the point of them, which they mighj conceive 
would have a more graceful appearance than done in any other man- 
ner. . With refpedl to the ai^ument of th^ noble Earl, of the dan- 
, ger to be apprehended from the publication of thofe plots, by ih-t 
fpiring the French with an idea of a party exifting in this country 
in their favour ; he could not but fuppofe M. Barrere addrefling 
the National Convention upon the fubjedl, and boafting to thofc 
jaiiguft, or rather bare-a — id. Senators, how much they were to be 
elated at the knowledge of their having fucli friends in this country, 
particularly at the. moment when thofe friends were debafed, and 
dragged into public view, perhaps to public punifhment. 

Lord LAUDERDALE again explained. He had lived too 
long, fhort as was his political experience, to look for any thing 
like political confifteney in almoft any character living ; with refpeft 
to his arguments, he muft again repeat, that he had not attributed 
any bad motives to the Thatched-Houfe Society, but merely ftated, 
• .that the fame imputations were thrown put then as now, particularly 
that of correfponding with the enemy, as with, the Americans during 
hoftilities with that country. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR drew the diftindion which he 
(tonceived clearly marked the difference 'between the Thatched- 
Houfe Society and thofe of the prefent day. .Had the latter, lik^ 
the former, contented themfelves with mere words, and not pro- 
ceeded toadlual overt afts of treafon, it was not to be conceived 
that the Executive Government would not now, as then, have paffed 
them by in filencc ; but when the contrary was known to eveiy 
man, not only from the Report, but from the general and public 
notoriety of the fa£l, furely Government were not to be accufed of 
tardinefs, who had uniformly applied the remedy as the difeafc ap-<. 
pearedy and who had only delayed the laft decifivc meafures, until 
iarther hefitation might have involved them in the dangerous fitu- 

VoL. XXXVIIL • 3 -F * 


40t PARLtAMEKtARY A. i794# 

atlon of having afluai infurredion to rcfift. With refpefl to die 
Report itfelf, there were one or two pomts only to which he intend- 
ed to allude. It had been aflerted by the noble Earl, that the trea* 
fonable defigns were artfully coupled with the meetiilg of the Britifh 
Convention in Edinburgh, by ftating that this was the firft appear-* 
ance of them ; and he had argued againft the falfityc^this pofitionyby 
reminding them of the meeting of the Convention of 1 7 9 2. Now, 
in his mind, that former meeting did not at all apply ; inafmuch, 
^s there was not any diing like the (lighted communication with any 
Societiesan England, nor were any deputies either fent or expefied 
from them to it. If> however, the fa«3 were otherwife, he could 
Only fay, the Committee had no knowledge of it : and if they had 
any idea of his Lordfhip's fuperior information on the fubjed, they 
Certainly woul4 have confidered it their duty to have looked for a 
Communicaticm of it from him. As to the other point of Mr. Ha- 
Ihilton Rowan and Mr. Simon Butler coming over from Ireland, as 
delegates fit>m the Society of United Iriflimen, for the purpofe of 
attending the Convention, the Committee, equally ignorant of what 
might have been the motives or intentions of thofe gentlemen, had 
guardedly Aated that they appeared in the Convention. In like 
manner, too, if they thought the noble Lord could have given them 
better information on this fubjedl, they fhould certainly have de« 
fired him to amend their Report. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE fpoke in explanadon ; he cer- 
tainly would .maintain that, imperfedl and vague accufations ag^nft 
perfons under accufation, and fan£tioned by that Houfe, wert 
much more prejudicial to them than a fair and complete fiatement 
of their fuppofcd offences ; becaufe if the latter was ^ven, every 
man could make up his mind impartially on the fubjefl, whereas • 
lie could not do fo from partial infinuations, fuch as the Report 
contained. With regard to infinuations of another fort, which the 
noble and learned Lord had thrown out againft him perfonally about 
Ills fources of information atid connedtions with thofe Societies, it 
Was well known how totally groundlefs and falfe they were ; the 
'noble and learned Lord knew that to be the cafe, and as often as 
fee chofe to indulge himfelf by bringing them forward, he would 
treat them with the ridicule and contempt they deferved ; his con- 
duct and his charadier was fufficiently known to the Houfe and the 
xx)untry, to fatisfy him that he had nothing to dread from any in- 
finuation or remark that could come from fuch a quarter. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR, in explanation, declared, that 
he meant no infinuation whatever with refpe<Sl to the noble Lord; 
nor could lie conceive any reafon why, upon the mentioaof the names 
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of Mr. Hamilton Rowan and Mr. Simon Budefi mth the modvea 
of whofe journey to Scotland the noble Lord feemcd to foe acquainted^ 
he (hould have conceived that any thing was meant like a perfonal 
alluficHi. He declared, that though the motives of thefe gentle-< 
men's ^^[lit might be known to every body, tfa^ were unknown t» 
him. 

The queftion on the addrefs was put and can'ied without a divi# 
fion ; and ordeml to be fent to the HouVe of Commons for their 
concurrence. 

Lord GRENVILLE gave notice, that on TufefiJay next, he 
^ould move tfae thanks of the Houfe to Lord Hood, for his ibrvice 

Und gallant conduct in the Mediterranean. 

» • . »^ _ . , . ' 

No debate. 

TuefJay, 1 'Jth yune. 

Lord ABINGDON rofe and faid, my Lords, having fome 
matter of much importance to ftate to the Houfe, and underfland- 
ing that this is the laft day of buiinefs before the feffion is to be at 
an end, I hope your Lord(hips will, for this reafon, and becaiiie 
I wi(h to be perfedly accurate in my flatement, indulge me with 
having recourfe to my papers. It being my intention to bring foiU 
ward, in the courfe of Ae next feflion of Parliament, fome refo- 
lutions, I truft, for the adoption of this Houfe. Whilft I now 
rife to give your Lordlhips notice of this, I do fo for the reafon^ 
that by ftating briefly what the objeS of thofc refolutions are, your 
Lordfhips' attention may, during the recefs of Parliament, be drawn 
to the weight and importance of the fubjed^. Enemy as I am, my 
Lords, and no one has been, or is more fo, to thofe theories of re-- 
form, which quixotifm, ambition, party fpirit, or any fpirit but 
true public fpirit, have contrived to puzzle and miflead the peofde 
with, there is one fpecies of pradical reform, which, in profeflii^ 
myfelf to be the friend of, it is under the circumftance of knowing 
that there is, within thefe walls, as well as without them, but one 
mind and one fentiment upon the occaiion. It is a reform, my 
Lords, which the Judges of the land, for the protedJtion of that 
heavenly attribute of Juftice which fo ornamentally and confpicuoully 
belongs to them, have all called out for, and are (o much to their 
dignity and honour lending their afliftance to obtain. It is a reform 
which Parliament itfelf has already began to look to. It is a reform 
which the liberty and property of the fubjed cry out fiw, demand, 
and mud have. And having faid this, I daresay your Loxdihips 
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already anticipate me in knowing ttat the reform I 'allude to, is 
tteit of thofe lopufts in the law, the pettifogging Attornies of this 
country ; ;who, like the locufts in Africa, (and, as it is faid. of them) 
<* fall like a cloud upon the earth, and eat up every thing th|y meet 
with." Thi^ is the reform in which I take pride to myfelf in the 
appellation of a Reformer, in which I affumc credit to myfelf, as 
being not i^hat is fo called, but what is truly fo, '* The Friend of 
the People ;" and in. which, fufferipg as I have done, under the 
inordinate fanilion of thefe abforbing animals, I am, perhaps, as 
well qualified for the. taflc of this reform as'nny one can be. My 
Lords, this is a grave and w^ghtyfubjeft, it is a fubje(3 that comei 
home to the feelings, b^^ufp. it conies home to the very 
doors of every one of your Lordfliips ; for which of your 
Lordftiips is it, that is a ftrariger to its efFedls? The greater, 
the higher, the richer you arff, the more prone arc yda to its 
confequences, and the furcr of becoming fooncr or later die 
vidtims of its alUdevouririg avarice. What many of your Lord- 
Ihips are, I was;, what I am, without timely interference, your 
iordfliips nlay, your Lordfhips will be. It is a fubjcd therefore, 
not only for your Lordfhips' own fakes, and for the fake of the 
X^ommiinity zt large, but beciufc k h a fubjc6l under' the preffure 
.of which I now ftand inyour Lordfliips prefcnce, that I, as a Mem- 
ber of this Houfe, am led to invoke the aid, and to excite the en- 
deavours of your Lordfliips, in affifting me to flop the prc^refs of 
this growing evil ; the evil of all others, perhaps the very only one 
in the State, nioft affuricdly the moft crying €vil in the State, that 
.calls for and requurres reform. 
. . The order of the day being read, 

..Lord .GRENVILLE rofe, and faid, according to the notice he 

4iad had the honour of giving to their Lordthips, to move the 

thanks of the Houfe to Lord Hood, for the diflinguiflied fervices 

,hehadj-end<;rdd to his country. His Lordfliip faid, it was a circum- 

ftajice highly gratifying to.his feelings, and muft afford equal plea- 

furc to every Lord in the Houfe, that he fliould have been called to 

difcharg^ that pleafing duty of moving the thanks of the Houfe to 

the fevcral Admirals upon the three great ftations, vix. the Channel, 

the Weft Indies, and the Mediterranean. His Lordfliip, in tlie 

courfe of his addrefs to the Houfe, obfcrved it would be unneceflTary 

•for him to enter into any general detail of the condu6k of the noble 

i Lord who was the objedl of his motion, becaufc down to a late pe- 

. riod of it, the fenfe of the Houfe had been expreffed on that fubjed 

, in their addrefs to the Throne. There were three general heads 

.under which the conduit of the noble Admiral mi^t be prefented 
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to their Lbrdfliips' view, in all of which he was entitled to the tiigheft 
pralfe. In the Weft Indies, at Toulon, and in the Mediterranean. 
On each of thefe his Lordfhip (lightly touched, and approving as he 
proceeded, faid, that for valour, for ikill, judgment, and for iit- 
tachnient to the fuccefs of His Majefty's arms, Lord H(x>d waS highly 
eminent. He had no doubt their Lordfliips were impreffcd with 
the fame fentimcnts, and on this account, he conceived it proper* 
in order to render their proceedii^ more complete, that the Houfe 
ihould exprefs their approbation of the condud.of the Commafider 
of tlie naval department in the Mediterranean, as they had previoufly 
done to the feveral Comniandcrs on the other ftations. He concluded^ 
,by reading the motion, in which he hoped to meet with the unani- 
mous concurrence of their Lordfliips, which was, " That the thanks 
of the Houfe be given to Admiral Lord Hood, for his gallant con- 
duit in the expedition to the ifland of Corlica." After which he 
'flibuld nu)ve, ^' That the Houfc does highly approve of and acknow- 
ledge the behaviour of the officers, feamen and marines ferving un- 
der L(»rd Hood ; and that the Chancellor do communicate the thanks 
to Admiral Lord Hood," 
- The queftion for thanks to Lord Hood being put. 
The Earl of LAUDERDALE obferved, that it was unpleafant 
to him to fay any thing in oppofition to a propofition for thanking anjr 
officer in the fervice of His Majcfty ; but the high efteem he had 
for the fervice, and the value he thought every officer in it ought to 
have for the thanks of the Houfe, compelled him to oppofe the pre- 
fent motion. He was indeed, fenfible that the tafk he had afligned 
himfelf was peculiarly irkfome, fince it might appear to convey fomc 
perfonal refle<Sions. Notwithftandir^ the dilemma, however, to 
which he was reduced, he fhould perfift in his attempt to prefervc 
that propriety which concerned the Houfe ; but, although he perfe- 
vercd in that attempt, he begged leave to difclaim every motive of 
a perfonal nature. He could not refrain from noticing the extreme 
caution and referve with which the motion was offered to their Lord- 
ibips, as it demonftrated the doubts which the Minifters muft have 
afTuredly entertained of its propriety. They had taken efpecial care 
^not to enter into any detail, and folely contented themfelves with 
the defire of returning thanks to all the officers in the naval depart-* 
ment, before the feflion clofed. This meafure he blamed as im- 
politic and prejudicial. That Houfe had no greater acknowledgment 
to make for fignal fervices than their thanks, and to beftow them 
indifcriminately upon every flight occafion, was not only to render 
them of little value in .themfelves, but to abate that ihcentiva to 
fpirited and noble actions which they have hitherto been deemed. 
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He had not heard, he faid, an]r thing advanced hj die ntMe Secre* 
tary of State* that tended in the leaft d^ree to fupport his motion. 
Toulon had been glanced at, as a fubje6l oh which the noble Ad* 
tniral might be faid to have adted in a manner iSxkX. did him honour. 
Now fo much to the contrary did that point appear to him, diat 
throuj^ut the whole of that tranfa^lion he could hot percdve that 
any credit accrued to this country from the conduA of the noble 
Admiral. Here his LojtUhip entered into the circumftances of the 
taking of the town, and the manner of abandoning it to die fury of 
Its-enemies, all of which, he maintained, weie unfavourable to the 
firiti(h name ; and therefore the noble Adniiral ihould not be thanked 
•bn that account* But the laft man in that Houfe who oi]^t to 
^ank Lord Hood for his condud at Toulon, was the noble Secre- 
tary of State, for the conduA of that noble Admiral h^ been a 
4x>ntradi^ion to the late language of the noble Secretary; in talking 
of the €k>yiSt of the prefent war, the noUe Admiral had declared to 
iS^ inh^ttants of TouUmi, that he intended to fecure to them the 
ConlKuition of 1789; the language of the noUe Secretary of State 
was, that the objedl of the war now was, that of refloring the old 
Government of France ; therefore the motion came very improperly 
from the noble Secretary of State. His Lordfhip maintained, that 
if any praife was due to the noble Admiral, he ought a long time 
•jgo to have reoeived it; and the bringing this point forward looked 
4IS if Minifters diought the recent merit of the noble Admiral much 
too ilt^t to deferve their Lordfhips' thanks, without the aid of other 
^iim* His Lordihip contended that the condudi of the noble Ad- 
miral at Ball;ia did not deferve the thanks of that Houfe, nor did 
any part of his conduit merit that diftindion. The whole of die 
proceedings of Lord Hood in the Mediterranean appeared to him to 
be of a nature not at all calling for the thanks of the Houfe. The 
noble Secretary of State had very prudently avoided faying a word 
with refpeft to the evacuation of Toulon, becaufe he knew that it 
was not exadtly that kind of procedure which would call for fuch a 
mark of approbation. He conceived diat the Britiih faith was bro- 
ken to the inhabitants of Toulon, and that the capitulation at BaAia 
was not fo much in favour of this country, as it ought to have beeii. 
Lord Hood gave up all thofe he might have made prifoners, and 
fent them back to ftrengthen the armies of France. Befides this, 
it a{^ared to him, that there was not a ftrift cordiality between 
the land and fea ofRcers, and that in confequence, General Dundas 
returned in difguft. His Lordfhip maintained that there was no 
ground whatever for this motion. He felt himfelf as he had before 
^ fiated^ the more inclined to make thefe obfervations when he confi- 
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dcxcd the nature of their Lordihips' thanks, they were the higheft' 
praife any officer could have ; and being fo, they fhould be chaftely 
and rarely, bellowed, rcferved for the moft important occaficMis, and 
not thrown away upon trifles, for that would diminiih their valuer 
If Lord Hood was thanked (or his conduA at Baftia, the thanks of 
their Lordfhips would be lefs favourably felt by Lord Ho^e, and he 
wifhed to know what man In the kingdom would be difpofed to con-^ 
fider thefc two Admirals entitled to the fame reward, the fame dif- 
tin6lIon> the fame honour from that Houfe^ and the fame gratitude' 
from the Public ; and yet this would be the efFedl of palTing the pre- 
fent motion. He felt himfelf under all the points of view in which 
he faw this fubje£l, bound in duty to the fervice in general, and to 
Lord Howe in particular, to that Houfe and to the Public, to difTent 
fiom the prefent motion. 

Lord GRENVILLE expreffed himfelf both furprifed and con- 
cerned to And fuch oppofition to the motion which he had the honour 
to offer to their Lordihips on the prefent occafion. The fervice of 
the noble Lord, at Toulon, had been mentioned ; he retained the 
opinion he had before expreflfed on that occalion, for he had heard 
nothing to alter it. It would be foreign to the bufinefs of the pre^ 
fent^motion for him to enter into the detail of that fubjedl ; he how- 
ever contended that the treaty with the Toulonefe had been fully, 
clearly, and honourably obferved in all its points, as he hoped every 
treaty into which this country engaged, ever would be obferved ; he 
locked upon the fucccffes in Coriica of a fufficient importance to call 
for the thanks of this Houfe, su^d the country at laiige. By the 
taking of St. Fiorenzo, we had fecured a fafe port for our navy in 
fbrms and other damages ; by the capture of Baftia, we had taken 
from the enemy the only refource they had for repairing their navy ; 
it wbuld difable them from ever brii^ing fuch a fleet into adion as 
that lately conquered. In regard to the French prifoners fent into 
FrancCj it was a proceeding of prudence and policy ; it would have 
required a large jMoportion of the army ferving under Lord Hood to 
guard three thoufand prifoners ; it was unfafe to keep them in any 
other part of Corfica or Italy; there was no alternative between 
fending them into this country or into France, and confidering the 
burden and expence we had to fuftain from the great number of pri* 
foncrs already here, it was wife and prudent in Lord Hood to adopt 
the latter meafure, and he had a right fo to do , in regard to what 
the noble Lord faid, that the thanks of this Houfe was the only re* 
ward they could give to the Commander, no better anfwer could be 
given to the noble Lord s arguments ; for in that cafe they could nc* 
refkife them the only thing they had it in their power to beftow, a« 
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an acknowledgment for their fervices. His Lordfhip warmly denied 
diat the vote of thanks to Lord Hood could in the fmalleft degree 
leffen or diminiflt the praifes due to Lord Howe, and the officers 
who had fo eminently fignalized themfelve^ in this prefent campaign ; 
their greateft praife Was the gratitude iilii)reffed upon the heart of 
every Britifli fubjeA, aild which nothing could diminiih or efiace ; 
and. he conceived it injurious to the characters of thofe great perfon- 
ages, to fuppofc that their minds could be aSuated by envy^ at the 
well-merited reward of a brother officer. With refpedl to that jart 
of the obfervations of the noble Earl which related to the objeft of 
the prefent war, he muft fay a few words. The noble Earl con- 
ceived that it was the objeft of His Majefty's Minifters to reftore 
the ancient Government of France, and this ht feemed to think 
their fole objed. Now he had uniformly ftated, notwithftanding 
a gpod deal of induftry had been employed to imprefs a contrary 
idea, that the objeft of the war was what he confidered ought to be 
the objedt of every war; peace, honourable, fccure, permanent 
peace. That could not be obtained by any other means dian by re- 
ftpring order and good Government to France ; and whatever his opi- 
nion might be of tlie beft form of Government, our objeft would 
be attained when we had reftorcd in that country order, fecurity for 
property, morality, and juffice ; and until this was done, there could 
be no fecurity for this country. We might, indeed, without tfiis, 
have the name of peace, but in reality ^e ihould have a war the 
moft expenfive and deftruftive in which this country ever was en- 
gaged. With regard to die idea of comparing the merits of differ- 
. ent officers, he thought that improper : it was not by weighing in 
fcales the merits of one officer againft the other, that the Houfc were 
to determine the propriety of voting thanks to any officer ; the quef- 
tion was, whether that officer deferved thanks or not, without being 
compared to any other perfon. It was the firft time in his life, he 
faid, that he had ever heard of any Member in either Houfe of Par- 
liament permitting the fpirit of party to over-rule the principles of 
gratitude, and deny to thofe who were defending our lives, our pro- 
perty and our Conftitution, even the poor pittance of thanks. It 
was a polidcal revolution in the fendments of a Britifh mind to 
which he (hould never give his affent. 

The Earl of DERBY agreed with his noble friend, that to op- 
pofe a vote of thanks to any perfon for national fervice, was a painful 
aft, becaufe of its implied perfonal animofity. To remove any 
prejudicial opinion that might be formed upon his oppofition at diis 
inftant, he declared pofitively, he never nouriflied any pique againft 
the» noble Admiral, with whom he wa§ unacquainted ; nor was he 
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influenced by any partiality; but he came forward to oppofe the 
motion, becaufc by his conftrudlion, it was defigned not fo much 
£or a compliment to the noble Admifal himfelf, as to the plans of 
that Cabinet under whofe aufpices he acStcd. It was nothing more 
than a political intrigue, a delufive attifice, purpofely fabricated 
with a finifter intent than that which was avowed. The noble Se- 
cretary had pronounced a panegyric upon the important fervices of 
Lord Hood, and the material advantages refultirig to this country 
from the capitulation at Baftia ; what thefe advantages were he could 
not difcover. If the capitulation at Baftia was fo extremely advan- 
tageous why was not an Extraordinary Gazette publiihed ? In ge- 
neral, the Minifters are exceflively hafty to publifti that interefting 
^nd authentic Paper whenever they have to announce any favourable 
circumftance ; but in this inftance the people were in pofleflioh of 
the intelligence two days before that entertaining vehicle of commu- 
nication appeared. He was unacquainted with thie art of cooking 
that viand to gratify the public tafte, but he concluded the delay was 
occafibned merely by a wi(h to make it the more palatable. The 
evacuation of Toulon he could never regard without regret, remorfe, 
and (haixie. Lord Hood's conduct in that affair, whether direcSled 
by any other authority, he kne\y not, fo far from being meritorious 
was reprehcnfible in the extreme. It had tarniflied the luftre of our 
other conquefts, and diminiflied our reputation. Toulon was de- 
livered to us by treaty, every article of which it behoved us to ob- 
ferve. How had we bbferved them ? We had violated our faith 
both in the promife we had made of reftoring the Conftitution of 
1789, and in the promiffe to guarantee the fleet. He remarked, 
that the noble Secretary of State gave notice of this motion in a thin 
Houfe, after the motion for thanks to Lord Howe for his glorious 
vidtory, and after a debate of confiderable length on the addre'fs to 
His Majefty, and when many noble Lords had withdrawn from 
the Houfe, and the attendance this day proved that the fubje<St was 
not very interefting. It was faid, that the condu<St of Lord Hood 
at Toulon merited praife, becaufe he deftroyed 1 5 fliips of the line 
of the French there ; if that condudt merited the thanks of the Houfe, 
-why was he not thanked on the arrival of the news ; why thank him 
for his conduct at Toulon on the taking of Baftia? It feemed to him, 
that after the thanks which were fo glorioufly deferved by Lord Howe 
were given to him, Minifters wiflied to (hew that all the officers 
employed had afted alike, and that they would not leave the fmal- 
Icft fpeck on the glory of the campaign ; or elfe it appeared to be a 
dexterous manoeuvre of Minifters to keep up their patronage to their 
favourites. He wiflied to avoid the indelicacy of negativing apro- 
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pofition to thank a Britifh officer for his condud^, and therefore to 
get out of that dilemma, he moved the previous queftion. 

The Duke of BEDFORD faid, that as his fentiments fo per- 
fe6Hy coincided with thofe of his noble friends, and as they had ex- 
preffed them with more prccifion and more elegance than he could 
pretend to, it would be unncceffarj'^ for him to trouble the Houfc 
with any arguments ^:one or two flight obferVations, however he could 
not refufe. He did not approve of the mode of reafoning adopted by 
the noble Secretary of State upon this fubjedl. His Lord(hip had 
obferved that as the noble Admiral had in reality his conduct ap- 
proved of at Toulon, on the addrefs of that Houfe inanfwer to the 
King's Speech, it would be unneceffary to dwell on that point. 
This was not a fair way of putting the point, for it was well known 
their Lordlhips had as little inclination as poflTible to refufe a favour- 
able anfwcr to the King's Speech ; the conduft of Lord Hood made 
part of the fubjeft matter of that fpeech, and it was on that account, 
and not from the fenfe their Lordfliips entertained of the nfierits of 
Lord Hood that this anfwer was returned ; that was very different 
from a feparate vote of thanks. He had heard, his Grace faid, of 
the merit of Lord Hood at Toulon, and the advantage derived to 
this country by that event. Upon this event he would fpeak plainly ; 
he thought it a very diflionourable tranfaftion for this nation ; he 
had often thought it a fit objcS for inquiry, and he trufted it w^ould 
be inquired into ; for it had tamifhed the glory of the Britifh nation, 
and if any of the blame belonged to our allies in that bufinefs, that 
ou^t to be made public. 

When the noble Secretary commended the zeal and aftivity with 
which Lord Hood had afled, he feemed to forget that St. Fiorenzo 
was taken early in the year, he believed in the month of Februarj', 
5ind that three months had fince elapfed to the capitulation at Baf- 
tia. In the mean time, too, die Commander in Chief of the 
fame forces (Sir Robert Dundas) had returned to England, upon 
what account he knew not, though evidently not upon charge of 
mifconduct, fince he had been promoted to a command upon the 
Continent. From the general difpofition of the Corficans, much 
more might have been expe£Ved, and he did not doubt but if that 
cordiality had prevailed which has prevailed elfewhere, much more 
might haVe been done. When the noble Secretary had enlarged 
upon the importance of the conqueft, and the difficulty of attaining 
it, he was at a lofs what to determine ; for, according to the Ga- 
zette, there were only feven men killed and thirteen wounded ; and 
it was evident that but very little force was ufed. He entirely dif- 
approved of the fending the garrifon to Toulon/-* His oppofition to 
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the prefent meafure gave him concern, on account of the novelty of 
it in the proceedings of the Houfe ; for he did not know that a mo- 
tion for thanks was ever oppofed before ; but that he could not 
help ; he muft do his duty, and he begged leave to fay he had no 
partiality for perfons ; he would not give his thanks in that Houfe 
to ajiy man, until he was convinced that thailks were due. TWs, 
he confejQTed, appeared to him to be a fort of paneg}Tic which Mi- 
nifters intended on themfelves, to (hew the wifdom of their choice. 
There was no ground for thanking Lord Hood ; there was nothing 
cxtraordioary in his cpndudt ; and were he in the fituation of Lord 
Hood, he fhould confider the motion for thanking him for his con- 
duct rather as an infult than a panegyric, and that he ihould be left 
to perform fomething worthy of thanks before he received them.- 
His Grace faid he ftiould vote for the previous queftion. 

Lord HAWKESBURY thought no practice could be more im- 
proper than that of weighing exactly the value of every piece of fer- 
vice, or of comparing the fervices of one Officer with thofe of an- 
other. The tjoufe had but one way of making its approbation, 
and that was by voting its thanks ; and the only point for their 
Lor^fhips tQ conficipjr was, whether the fervice performed was of 
magnitude enough to deferve them ? If it was, it was no argument 
againft giving them to fay, that a more fplendid, a more important vic- 
tory had been obtained elfewhere. The noble Duke who fpoke l^ft had 
advanced an argument againft voting the thanks, which appeared 
to him to have a diredlly oppofite cfFeft, viz. that the force em- 
ployed againft Baftia was fmall, and the lofs inconfiderablc. Now 
he alwa^ys conceived, that for an officer to make an important con- 
queft with few men and fmall lofs, was a proof of great (kill and 
knowledge, and could never be underftood to depreciate the fervice. 
Did the merit confift in the quantity of human blood that was (hed 
on the occa(ion ? And was a Commander to lofe his title to praife, 
becaufc his v^6tory had npt been marked with a numerous mafTacre 
of his fellow-creatures. The idea was horrid, and he hoped it ef- 
caped from the noble Duke, not as the fentiment of his heart, but 
merely as the political argument of the moment. It was always 
underftood, in the acquilition of a military or naval point, that the 
iefs lives were loft, the more meritorious the action. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE again defired to make fome ani- 
madverfions upon what had pafTed. He obferved, that when Sir 
Charles Grey and Sir John J ervis had conquered Mar tinico, there 
was no motion for thanks,' though Martinico was one of the moft , 
important conquefts of the campaign ; nor was any motion of that 
^,?>turemadp until they had nearly reduced the whole of the Wcf^- 
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India iflands. He maintained, that this motion was the efFeft of 
evident partiality for minifterial purpofes. He infifted that the 
taking of Baftia was not a fubjcft large or important enqjagh to dc- 
fer\^e the thanks of the Houfe ; that there might be many inftances 
in which officers might dcfcrve rewards, and yet not deferve the 
thanks of that Houfe ; they muft in all inferior cafes of merit look 
to the Executive Power for reward, and not to that Houfe for the 
high honour of its thanks. The whole of this bufinefs Appeared to 
be a minifterial (hift ; for there were many other officers who de- 
ferved as much at leaft as Lord Hood in the courfe of this war.-r^ 
If Lord Hood deferved the honour which the Minifters propofed, 
why did they not bring fiDrward the motion immediately! on the re- 
ceipt of the intelligence ? They had been informed of his fuccefs 
prior to the victory of Earl Howe, and yet they fufFered that to in- 
tervene, and now took advantage of the difpofition of meh*s minds, 
which the glorious atchievements of the latter had occafioned, to 
fhare the praife with every nation. If the importance of the vic- 
tory was to be confidered, there were other important viftories, re- 
ceived with much more general joy and tranfport, which had never 
been noticed with more than ufual commendation. Was . no*; the 
furrender of Valenciennes efFedted by the Duke of York, and was 
not that/urrender of more importance than Baftia, yet ther thanks 
of that Houfe were never communicated to his Royal Highnefs, 
though he had difplayed fiich (ignal valour. Was the conduA of 
the fon,of th6 Sovereign on that occafion lefs meritorious than the 
Condudt of Lord Hood in the taking of this famous Baftia? As the 
whole ifland of Corfiica is foon expected to become fubjeit to our 
dominion, why did not the Adminiftration wait till the whole ifland 
was reduced. To give additional aid, the fubjeft of Toulon was 
quoted ; yet* the evacuation of Toulon, with the burning of the 
fleet, was only mentioned in His Majefty's fpeech, at the begin- 
ning of the (effion, and in the debate, which is always confidered 
^s an anfwer, without any farther honour. If that was dcferving 
of the thanks of the floufe, ' the noble Secretary fhould have made 
a motion at that time, when the Houfe was well attended, and the 
Members were prepared to difcufs it. He might then have carried 
it with that overbearing majority \>y whom he is fupported on aU 
ckrcafions. [A loud cry of " Hear [ Hear !] Lord Lauderdale 
continued. 'He faid he underftbod the 'meaning of that fignificant 
cxprefpojl, and that it was intended to ridicule him ;. but he ap- 
pealed to the noble Secretary' whethorKhofe thin benches, and the 
paucity of his own fupporters, did not throw more ridicule upon 
Wmfelf, Even they, his firm and pertinacious friends, were con- 
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virtced of die impropriety of the motion, and abfentqd themfelves in 
decency. -He concluded by obferving, that if the motion of his 
noble friend for the previous queftion failed, he fliould propofe an 
amendment to the original motion, That the thanks of the Houfo 
be'^ven to Lieutenarit-Golonel Villette of the marines, for his 
joint exertions at Baftia. 

The LORD GHANCJELLOR faid, the noble Lord (Lauder- 
dale) had fpoken very truly when he faid it was an invidious tafk 
to op^fe an addrefs of thanks tp an Officer for his fervices. During 
the courfe of a long parliamentary life, he never knew an inftance 
of it ; and the grounds upon which it was now attempted appeared 
to him extremely ill founded. It was afkcd, why the thanks were 
not given to the Duke of York for the taking of Valenciennes ? For 
the moft obvious of all poffible reafons — the Duke of York comr 
manded a part of the Britifli forces during the fiege, but there were 
other troop!^ employed in the fiege, and his Royal Highnefs adted 
under the command of another Prince ; and befides, the place it- 
felf, though of immenfe advantage in the war, was not taken for 
the Engliih, but for our allies ; and therefore the cafe was quite 
diftindl from the prefent. The whole of the condudt of Lord Hood 
in the Mediterranean had been highly beneficial to this country, as 
well as highly.honourable to himfelf, but more particularly his con- 
queft of Baftia ; and if the fuppofed difunion between the Com*- 
mandqr^ exifted, it only added to the luftre of the noble Lord's 
atchievement. With refp^ to any other Officer feeling the ho- 
nour they have received by having the thanks of the Houfe dimi- 
liifhed by their being extended to another, he Was fure they would 
all feel happy that the Englifli navy h^d becq uniformly fuccefsful j 
for their minds were above all little fenfations of envy. 

The queftion being put, their Lordftiips divided : 

For the previous queftion, 5; Againft it, 31. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR then proceeded' to read Lord 
Grenville's original motion of thanks, w'hen he was interrupted by 

Lord LAUDERDALE, who infifted that he had a right firft 
to propofe a motion of thanks to Colonel Villette, for his merito- 
rious fervices at Corfica, Colonel Villette being equally entitled tp 
them as Lord Hood. [A call to Order.] The poble Earl, how- 
ever, perfifted, in what he called his right. 

Thfe LORD CHANCELLOR flood up, and faid, he fpoke to 
order from the woolfack. 

Lord LAUDERDALE attempted to proceed, amidft the cry 
.of " The Chair ! The Chair !" 

Lord HAWKESBURY declared he fat thirty-five years in Par- 
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fiament, and never knew an irtftance where, if a Speaker of either 
Houfe rofe to addrefs the Houfe from the place in which he fet, 
any other perlbn rofe in oppofition ; in that (ituation he wa» the or- 
g^n and the voice of the Houfe ; and without a ftri6l obfervance of 
this particular^ the Houfe could never prevent riots and diford^. 
He called upon their Lordlhips to fupport the Chair, or all that was 
ifccent and orderly in the Seriate would be annihilated. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR then was heard on the point of 
order, and feconded by the Biihop of Bangor, Lord Grenville, 
Lord Hawkeflbbry, Lord Caernarvon, Lord Sydney, Lord Maas- 
field, and Lord Abingdon. 

The Duke of Bedford and Lord Derby fupported Lord Lauder« 
<(afc, who moved the following amendment to the iecond motion, 
that after tfie words " thanks of the Houfe be given," be inferted, 
♦* to Lieutenant-Colonel Villette, and," &c> 

LiOrd SYDNEY allowed h<; was a meritorious and deferving ' 
young officer, but if his name was introduced, fo muft all of the 
fame rank at Corfica* The officers were all included in the motion 
before the Houfe, and that was perfeftly fufficient. 

The queftion was put on the anfKndment, and negatived. 

The Duke of BEDFORD here moved, " That the names of 
^€ other Britifh Admirals who afted with Lord Hood at Corlica, 
fliould be inferted in the ths^nks." 

This was alfb negatived, and the original thanks being put and 
carried, the Houfe adjourned* 

PROTEST 

Againft the vote of thanks to Lord HOOD. 

PISSENTIENT, 

y. BecaCife it has not been the pra^ice of this Hotfe to vote thanks to 
©fficejs comnaanding His Majcfty'^ forces by fea or land, except on occa- 
nons where they have eminently advanced the honour and promoted the 
interefts of their country, by th6 moft important and acknowledged 
fervices* 

a. Becaufc by voting the thanks of this Houfe, except in fuch inftaa- 
ccs, we diminifti the value of the moft honourable reward we have it in 
pur jpower to confer, and leifen one of the beft incitements to future 
fervicc. 

3. Becaufe the reduftibn of Baftia does not in itfelf appear to us to be 
&ch a fervice as calls, upon this Houfe for any extraordinary mark of ap- 
probation or applaufe. 

4. Becaikfe, whatever the merit of that feryice may be, the other Ad- 
mirals of the fleet, and the Commanding Officers of His Majefty's land 
forces, muil have had their fliare in it, and to refufe thanking them, a^ 
^-d been ufual on fimilar occafions, appears to iis to jnftify an opinioa that 
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the vote of thanks to Lord Hood originated from fome motivcof apri^^ate 
and perfonal nature, which it is improper for this Houfe to coantenancc. 

^. Becaufeeven Minifters themfelves do not feem, in the firft inftancc, 
to have confidered that fervice as entitled to fuch a mark of approbation; 
for though accounts had been received of the reduftion of Baftia pievious 
to thofe of the viftoiy obtained by the fleet under the command of Eaii 
Howe, no intention was announced of moving a vote of thanks to Lord 
Hood, till this Houfe had paid the jufl tribute t^ gratitude and hoBoac 
for that mofl important and fplendid viftory. 

BEDFORD* 
I,AUDEK.I>AI.E» 
DERBY. 
THANET. 
-ALBEMARLE* 

JVedneJdayy iSth yune. 

Their Lordrtups met, principally for the purpofe of going rsp 
with the addrefs voted on Friday laft to His Majefty ; (for a copf 
of which, with His Majefty's moft gracioiK anfwer fee the ptocedd- 
Higs of the Commons of the fame date.) 

Friday f 20th "June. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR reported to the Houfe Lml 
Howe's anfwer to the thanks of that Houfe : 

.*• My Lord, 

** Acknowledging my obligations in refpe^l of the very flattering terms 
in which your Lordfhip has been pleafed to make known to me the highly 
eftecmcd honour conferred upon me by the unanimous refolution of thanla 
of tho Houfe of Lords, Itgnified in your letter of the 14th inflant, I am 
to entreat that you will have the further goodnefs to aflure their Lordftiips 
of the deep iiripreflion I Ihall ever retain of their condefcending notice. 

*^ The nierit I would aflame on this occafion, con{ifl:s in my good for- 
tune, inafmuch as I had the chief command, when fo many refolute pri2>< 
gipal and fubordinate oflicers, as well as brave men ferving under their or- 
ders, were employed at that time in the fleet ; and I muft add, that if theoe 
is cafufe for trmmph in the late defeat of the enemy at fea, it is truly the 
trium})h of the Britifli failors, whofe animated and per fevering courage, 
I believe, has in no infl:ance ever been exceeded. I (hall therefore have 
great increafe of happinefs in obeying the commands of the Houfe of 
Lords, by communicating to thofe feveral defcriptions of perfons the fenfc 
their Lordfliips have deigned to exprefs of their good conduft. 


<f- 


I have the honour tp remain, with the greateft re(ped, 
« My Lord, 
•* Your Lordfhip's moft Qbedicnt humble fervant^ 

•* The ^een Charlotte, at Spithtad, 
the I )ith doj of June, 1 794..*' 
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Monday y I'^dyvme. 

' Their LorddiipSi met, and, without any debate, adjourned to 
Monday next; 

Monday y loth June. 

The Duke of LEEDS brought up the Report 6f the Committee 
appointed to infpeS the buildings and avenues adjoining the Houfe, 
which being read, his Grace moved, That an humble addrefs be 
prefented to His Majefty, to give the neceflary orders for carrying a 
plan of repaifs jprbpofed by the Committee into execution. 

Ordered. 

The Houfe then adjourned to Monday next* 

Monday y "Jth July. 

Lord AMHERST moved, that the ferthef corifidcration of the 
tri^ of Warren Haftings fhould be poAponed to the fecond Tuefday 
in the next feffion of Parliament, which being put, waft carried. 

Lord Amherft moved, that the Houfe fhould adjourn tp Friday 
next. ^ 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE obferved^ that the prefent fitua^ 
tion of our affairs required that fome propofition (hould be fubmitted 
to their Lordfhips for confideration, previous to the prorogation of 
Parliament, and therefore he fubmitted to the Houfe, the propriety 
of meeting a day earlier than that of the intended prorogation, 
which of courfe was Thurfday hext, & he had no reafori to appre- 
hend that Parliament would be allowed to fit after Friday next. 
He then moved by way of amendment^ that Thurfday next be in- 
ferted in the motion inftead of Friday. 

The amendment being put and negatived, arid the Lord Chan- 
cellor having put the queftion on the original motion for Friday, 

The Duke of NORFOLK entered the Houfc.--^His Qrace faid, 
he Ihould be happy to underftand from ahy of His Majefty's Mini- 
fters, that it was not intended to advife the Crown to prorogue Par- 
liament before an oppctttunity (hould be had for coming to fome re- 
folutions on our prefent continental afiairs. Some time ago we had 
an agreeable view of our conteft with the enemy, he meant the vic- 
tory obtained over them by our fleet, but fince that time the prof- 
pe6t of the war had become a very gloomy one \ he did not mean to 
fay that that part of the allied powers, officers and men, that came 
under the denomination of Britifti, would not do their duty, on the 
contrary, he was confident they would, but there were others whofe 
"""ty it was to be as eager at lead as ourfelves, of whofe fincerity. 
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in the prcfcnt cdnjun£hirc, he doubted- He believed it was not 
now to be regarded as a fecret that the King of Pruffia abandoned 
altogether not only the fpirit, but alfo the very terms of the laft 
treaty, between him and this country. Their Lordfhips would re- 
colledt, that a fublidy/ to an immenfe amount, was agreed to be 
paid to that Monarch ; part of which he had now adually received, 
and now he was to withdraw himfelf entirely from the conteft. 
All this money muft hereafter be raifed by taxes, and taken out of 
the pockets of the people of this country ; and for which, as it now 
appeared, no fecvice whatever was to be rendered. This being the 
iituation of our affairs, he thought it the duty of that Houfe to ad- 
drefs His MajeAy, praying that he may be gracioufly pleafed to al- 
low them to continue fitting for fome fardicr time, in order that 
they may be enabled to deliberate on important affairs. The only - 
diing he could now do, was that of .giving notice, that on Friday 
next he (hould bring forward a propofition to the efled he had al- 
ready alluded to, unlefs he (hould in the interim receive any infor- 
niation from any of His Majefty's Minifter^ that (hould render his 
intended motion unnecefTary ; fo^ indeed it appeared to him to be 
highly unworthy of the juftice and the dilcretion of that Houfe to 
prefer the eafe and pleafure of its members, to the exercife of its 
duty on important public ailairs ; and that too at a time when many 
of the brave officers and failors, who fought for us fo nobly, and 
fo glorioudy conquered on the firft of June, were languifhing under 
thqir bleeding wounds, and fome of them dying, for this to them, 
in their Iituation, was an inclement feafon. J[t would be difgrace« 
fill, his Grace thought, for that Houfe to negleft its duty at this 
crifis : he therefore begged it to be underftood, that he (hould have 
a. motion to make on Friday, for an addrefs' to His Maje(ty, to con- 
tinue the fitting of Parliament, &c. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE moved, by way of amendment 
to the motion before the Houfe — " Th^t this Houfe do at its rifing 
adjourn to Friday next." He did this, the noble Earl faid, to af- 
ford the noble Duke an opportunity, by continuing the fitting of 
the Houfe, to open more fully, if his Grace pleafed, the fubjefi of 
his motion, and the particular circumftances which made it necef^* 
fary* • 

This amendment was put and negatived. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE then reprobated in fevcre terms 

this (on of precipitancy in carrying on, or rathdr paCTmg by, the 

proper bufinefs of the Houfe : be thought the prefent an alarming 

. crifis to this country from the afpeS of its continental affairs. He 

thought the public would be but little fatisficd with fuch conduct as 
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the prcfent, and he trufted, that if certain noble Lords fed any 
pftrticle left of that regard to order and decorum l^hich always 
ought to diftinguifti that Houfc, and eonftantly to attend ks proceed- 
ings, they would agree to the aoiendtncnt he was about to move for, 
otherwife, perhaps, the whole difcaffion ifltended to be brought 
forward by the noWe Duke on Friday, might be endrely prevented. 
He therefore moved, that to the mwion foi the ac^oummertt to 
Friday next, be added-^" and that the Lofd^ be furtimoned." 

The LORD CHANCELLOR obferved, tha[t Ae complaint of 
the noble Earl, as to the precipitancy of Minifters upon this occa- 
fion, was premature, for that in propofing his amendment, he had 
not fpccified any thing that was intended to be moved. The noble 
Duke indeed had ftated a propofition, which was clear and intelli- 
gible, and he dared fay their Lordftips would attend to hear it on 
the day named. 

The Duke of NORFOLK exprcffed himfelf fatis(fed witfe the 
genera! underftanding that their Lordihips wocdd aftend on Friday. 

The Earl of Lauderdale's amendment was then negatived, and 
their Lord(hips adjourned to Friday ncKt. 

Friday y ilthjuly, 

A few minutes before three o'clock, there being fevcral f cers In 
their robes in the Houfe, ' 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE feid, it was exceedingly unflea- 
fant to him to call their attention to a futgedt that might not be 
agreeable to fdme of their Lordfhips, bnt the' imprc^riety did not 
commence with him. Their Lordfhips would recolleft, that a few 
days ago a noble friend of his (the Duke of Norfolk) gavd notke 
that he fhould, on this day, bring forward a motion on a very im- 
portant fubjedl. The noble Duke was now in his place, ready to 
make that motion, and conlidering the very particular iituation of 
Ac afiairs of this country — confidfcring that perfons of very* different 
and oppofite charaders had lately united to affift the Execufive Go- 
v<smmenty by the wifdom of their counfels, and by all their eflS>rts ; 
if became, on that account, as welf as for variouis other important 
reaibn», highly neceflkry that their LordJChips ihould heatf the pro- 
pofition which 'the n6ble Duke had to fubmit to 4hem; but the 
noble and learned Lord, whofe duty it was to be now on the wool- 
faek, was not in the Houfe. That noble and learned Lord had, 
when die notice was given, conveyed to the noble Duke, an af- 
furance that he fhould be attended to this day. His abfence was a 
proof of what the noble and learned Lord intended on that occafion. 
He W9uld not have given the noble Duke tliat affurance then, and 
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abfcntcd himfelf now, if he had not intended it as a trick to deceive ; 
and to make it impoffible for him to bring forward his propofition 
before Parliament was prorogued. This was a trick which would 
have been dilgraceful to a much lower charadJer than the Lord 
Chancellor of England. But as it ' was their Lordfhips' duty, in 
his opinion, to proceed to bufinefs, notwithftanding this attempt to 
prevent it, he {hould do the dnly thing he could, to put their Lord- 
Clips in a fituation to do fo, " and therefore," faid the noble Earl, 
" I now move, That your Lordfliips do proceed to eleft a 
Speaker." 

The Lord Chancellor came in foon after, and prayers being 
over, the Duke of Norfolk faid, that as there could not now be 
time for debating the motion of which he had given notice, he 
fhould decline giving their Lordfhips any trouble upon the fubjeft. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE rofe, and was again proceeding 
to comment upon the conduft 6f the Lord Chancellor, when he 
was interrupted by the King's ^rival being announced. 

His Majefty came in ftate to the Houfe ; and being feated on 
the Throne, and the Commons attending at the bar, delivered a 
moft gracious fpeech : [For which fee the proceedings of the Com- 
mons.] Parliament was then prorogued in the ufual form to 
Tucfday the 1 9th day of Auguft next. 


%H % 
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THE ' 

FIRST REPORT 

« 

From the COMMITTEE of SECRECY * appointed by the 
HOUSE of LORDS t to infpeft the Report and original Pa- 
pers, and the Book fealed up in a Bag, delivered on Monday 
the 1 9th of May laft, by a Meffage from the Houfe of Com- 
mons ; and who, by the Order of tlie Houfe of Wednefday the 
2 1 ft of the fame Month, were empowered to fend for Perfons, 
Papers, and Records, and to receive fuch Communication as 
may be made to them by His Majefty's Orders, or by the Com- 
mittee of Secrecy appointed by the Houfe of Commons, and to 
report thereupon, from time to time, as they (hall fee caufe.— 
Ordered to be printed 7th June, 1 794. 

Ordered to report, 

THAT the Committee have met, and, ha?ing carefully compared the 
faid Report with the original papers referred to them, have come to an 
unanimous refolution immediately to report to your Lordihips, That they 
are fatisfied and convinced by circuraftances contained in thefe papers, 
that a traitorous confpiracy hath been formed, ahd ads done in purfuance 
thereof, by certain Societies and perfons in different parts of the kingdom, 
for the fubverfion of the eftabliftied laws and conftitution, and the mtro* 
duftion of that fyftem of anarchy and confufion which has fatally prevailed 
in France. 

The fame evidence contains ftrong indications that meafures have been 
recently taken, and are ftill continuing, for providing arms of the moft 
pernicious fort to be diftributed amongft the favourers of this confpiracy, 
lor effeduating, by open force, the purpofes for which they have con- . 
fpired. The Committee have therefore thought it their duty to continue 
the farther examination of the matters referr^ to them, and to fubmit to 
the conlideration of the Houfe, Whether it may not be proper that they 
ihould be empowered to fend for perfons and papers, and to receive fuch 

* The follotviftg is a Lifl of the Lords of the Committee : 

The Lord Chancellor, Earl of Carlijle* 

Lord Prrvy Seal. Earl of Caernarvon* 

Duke of Leeds. Earl of Chatham* 

Duke of Portland. Earl of Mansfield* 
Earl of Hardtjuicke* 

+ For the Report of the Committee of the Houfe ofComfnons^ «witb Appendixes 
ea lefrgei wide the oiian)o edition ^ printed uniformly to hind up *with the Parliw 
mentary Regifter, and to be bad of 1^ Debrctt, Piccadilly* 
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communications as maybe made to them by His Majefty's orders, or by 
the Committee of Secrecy appointed by the Houfe of Commons ; whofc 
vigilance, and adivity, in providing for the public fafijty, cannot fail to 
excite a proportionable zeal and emulation in your Lordfliips for detedling 
this fcene of iniquity, and thereby averting the calamities tn which the 
farther progrefs of fuch a confpiracy might haVe involved the nation. 


SECOND REPORT 

By the Lords Committee appointed a Committee to infpcft the 
Report aod original Papers, and the book fealed up in a bag, 
delivered on Monday the 1 9th of May laft, by a oieiTage from 
the Commons. 

Ordehep to report, 

THAT your Committee has proceeded in the farther examination of 
the books and papers referred to them ; and, in purfuance of the poWets 
given fo them b^ the Houfe, have alfo taken under their confideration the 
depofitions and examinations of feveral perfons, papers found in the cufto- 
dy of thofe who have been apprehended, and intelligence communicated 
to them by one of His Majelty's Secxetaries of State. 

After a diligent inveftigation of all thofe fources of information, the 
conclufiens they had formerly dated to the Houfe, and the fafts and pro- 
pofitions contained in the Report of the Secret Committee. of the Houfe of 
Commons referred to them, appear to be incontrovertibly eftablilhed. 
The extent and danger of the extravagant and fatal defigns entertained 
by a number of difaffeded perfons, and the rapid progrefs lately made in 
the meafures taken to carry fuch defigns into execution, are illuftrated and 
made manifeft in as fatisfadory a manner as circdmftantial evidence can - 
admit. 

The firft objeft to which the. attention of your Committee hath been 
direfted, was the preparation of arms, referred to in their firft Report, of 
which they were then only authorifed to fay, that ftrong indications had 
appeared. The evidence which they have fince examined, as well as fub- 
lequent difcoveries providentially made, have brought that important part 
of the cafe more fully to light. 

But in order to place that objeft in its juft point of view, and to iUuftrate 
its connci'tion with other parts of the general confpiracy for the deftruc** 
tion of the Conftitution, it has appeared to your Committee that it would 
be fit to ftate, in the firft place, the circumftances which preceded that 
preparation of arms, and thofe under which it took place. 

From authentic and public docuviients it appears, that, fubfequcnt to 
the imprifonment of the late French King, the abolition of Monarchy, 
and the eftablifhment of a democratical and revolutionary Government 
in France, a dire^ and avowed correfpondence was carried on between 
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jthe CoavcntiQa in France and certain perfons in His Majdiy's domini(H)$« 
lor the vndifgulfed purpofeof an anion of principlea and cQndu^. 

Xhe addreiTes Tent to the French Convention m the month- of Novem- 
ber^ i792> ^^ ^^^ anfwers returned to them^ are matters of public no- 
toriety. The Committecj referring to the ftatement given of theni by tbe 
Report of the Secret Committee of the Houfe of Commons, have farther 
to obferve upon thefe addreffes, that it now appears that the idea was firft 
conceived after the maffacres at Paris, in the beginning of September, 
1792, was drawn into form after the invafion of the ^5ethcrland8, and 
that it was not the fudden a^ of a few individuals, or even of one particu- 
lar Society, but was long under deliberation, communicated to other So- 
cieties in different parts of the kingdom, afTembled under various names^ 
and the common pretext of parliamentary reform, adopted by many, and 
finally tranfmitted as a declaration of the fentiments of a majority of the 
Engliih nation. 

The Committee has beftowed a particular attention to inveftigate the 
proceedings of that Society which affumed the name of the London Cor- 
SB(ponding Society ; becaufe, from the charadei*, habits, and condition 
,ei thok who compofe it, compared with the llyle and language, as well 
as the method and contrivance difcovered in their proceedings, it is moft 
probable that it muft have been guided by perfons of a fuperior education, 
and more cultivated, talents, than appear amongft the members of this 
Society. For the diredl and avowed coni\e6tion which took place in the 
beginning of April laft between this Society and the Society for Conftitu- 
tion^Imormation, and the plan of co-operation then eftablilhed between 
tiiem, the Committee again refer to the Report, of the Secret Committee 
of the Houfe of Commons now before the Houfe. 

The London Correfponding Society^ in the firft formation, which was 
about January 1792, appears to have been planned and direi^ed by lead- 
ing Members of the Society for Conftitutional Information, and in the 
courCe of its fubfequent proceedings, the meafures they purfued were in 
many inftances privately concerted with perfons of the fame defcription.-^ 
The number of perfons firft afiembled did not exceed two hundred. In 
the courfe of a few months, their commanicatiohs with It milar Societies 
in various places became very frequent, and they began to affume a form 
and method of proceeding by fubdivifions and delegations, which gave to 
them ap appearance of confequence, and of incr&afing numbers. They 
were the oflenfibk prompters of the addrcfs to the French Convention, 
prefented in November 1792, and the inft^umcnts to carry on tlte cor- 
lelpnndcnce uppn it in the country ; from whence they have taken every 
occafion to extend their commuoication with chefe other Societies which 
they have induftrioufly drawn to a clofe, intimate, and dependent can- 
ne^on* 

The war, commenced againft His Majefty by the perfons exercifing the 
powers of Government in France, fuppreffed the open eommisnication 
•with the French Convention ; but neither that circumftance, nor the re- 
peated declnration of Parliament, had any effeft to reftrain the avowal of 
thofe dodrine s which had led that Convention to all thofe excefles which 
}»aye proved fo dieftrudive in France to the principles of focial order, of 
religion, and of morality. 

' In the coarfe of the year 1793, a plan appears to have been conceived, 
?nd in fome degree brought into a regular (hape, for' uniting the didereat 
xneetings, formed by the artful diffemination of Icditious publications, in- 
vitiog xam to fpUow the example of Frafice, i{ito fuch a b«dy as might 
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bsbroagRt to aft ta.otie given objcft, and be fubjeft to one general di» 
xe^lion. 

The moft marked effeft of this plan was, the afTembJing of a body, nnder 
the name of* a Convention, which made its firft public appeaiance at Edin- 
burgh on the 2 gth of Oftober, 1793. 

The defign of this meeting had been known and concerted for fome time 
with Societies in England, particularly with the Society for Conftitutionaf 
Ifrformation', and the London Correfjponding Society. Two delceates to 
this meeting were chofen, and fent from the London Correfponding So- 
ciety ; a regular allowance for their journey and expences, at a rate very 
coniiderabie inreijpe^ to the apparent funds of that Society, was voted 
for their fupport, and adually paid ; thcfe delegates were Margarot and 
Gcrndd. They appeared, by the fequel, to have been, in efFcd, not only 
delegates, but condudors of the affairs of the intended meeting ; and de- 
riving a considerable confequence from the fuppofed reprefentation of the 
Society which fent them, and other Societies in England, from which they 
afterwards pr'oduced commifSons. Two delegates were alfo chofen from 
the Society for ConiHtutionai Information — Sinclair, and a p'erfon known 
under the name of Yorke. 

After fitting four days in cxpeftatfon of the Englifli delegates, the . 
nieeting, which had confifting of about 't 50 perfons from different parts of 
Scotland, feparated, becaufe the Englifh delegates had not arrived.. In 
two days afterwards they came; a delegate from Sheffield alfo arrived ; 
and Sinclair, one of the delegates from the Sorlety for Conftitutional In- 
focmation : Mr; Hamilton Rowan and Mr. Simon Butler ftating them- 
fclves to come on the part of a Society, called the Ignited Irifhmen, but 
having no comAiiflion, made their appearance likewife, and were all intro- 
duced to a General Committee of the Convention, and received as dele- 
gated. 

A meeting of the Convention, which had feparated before the appear- 
ance of theic perfom, was immediately fummoned by Skirving the Secre- 
tJhy, aildby public atdvertifement, for the 19th of November, on which 
day. It wasnetd', and confifted of about 160 perfons. 

The firft" four days of their meeting were employed in fettling forms, 
and'ihan examination of the commiflions of the delegates fuppofed to be 

Siven by meetings of the inhabitants of the places from which they were 
atcd, btrt which meetings were in very few places known to have exified, 
or to have bccto' called fijranyfuch puipofe. All thefe commiiTions were 
of courfe allowed to be valid. On the 2 id day of November, thi^ meet^ 
ing.voteditfelf to be. The Britifh Convention, and affumed that fiyle in 
their minutes afid other proceedings, which were dated "in the firft year 
of the Britifh Convention," and in fome inftances, " in the firft year of 
thcf Britifti Convention One and Indi'vijibie,'* 

The meeting thns formed, proceeded to aft in exaft imitation of tlie 
French Convention, adopting all its forms, phnfes, and modes of pro- 
ceeding, forming Committees of Organization, of Inftrudlion, of Finance, 
of Secrecy, decreeing honours of the fitting, honourable mention offer- 
vices, and what may merit more ferious attention than the affeftation of 
this ftyle, attempting to inftitute Primary Societies, Provincial Aflemblies, 
and Departments inthe Country. On the 28th of November, they came 
to a refolution of declared oppofition and refiftance to the authority of 
RirKament, under a referve that it Ihould not be entered on the minutes, 
till the clofe of their fittings. 

After this, the fpirit and a^ivity of the Magiftrates were exerted tp • 
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diiberfe this Convention ; and on the j^th of December, 1793* the ring- 
kaders were apprehended, their papers feized, and fome of them have 
fince been tried and convi^d of the crimes laid to their charge. 

Notwithflanding the juft and laudable exertions of the Civil Authority 
to fupprefs this enormous diforder, the mifchief intended has been in part 
cSedtuatedy for there has exiHed a meeting formed on the model of the 
French Convention, afluming the name oftheBritifh Con vention* which, 
from the 19th of November to the 5th of December, i79^» has been ex- 
hibited in this kingdom, with an open publication of all its traqfa^ions, 
in a newfpaper, condudled by one of its members, to ferve as a pattern of 
the form and method in which a future Convention might proceed toadl. 

It alfo appears from the fequel that there dill remained a Committee of 
Secrecy and Emergency found in that meeting, which had continued to 
condu^ fubfequent operations in Scotland. 

The Committee have thought it important to call the attention of the 
Houfe to this tranfadion, becaufe it appears, by the evidence produced 
to them, to have been concerted at leaft, if not dire^ed, by the difaffeft- 
cd Societies in Eneland, and to have a moil intimate connedlion with the 
fcquel of the confpiracy carried on here. 

From the time of the meeting and difperfion of the Convention at Edin- 
burgh, the Societies in England began to ad with increafed vigour and 
a^vity. Their refolutions exprefTed a warm approbation of the proceed- 
ings of the Convention at Edinburgh ; ftrong declarations were made in 
behalf of thofe who had been brought to trial and convided y fubfcriptions 
entered into for their encouragement and fupport ; and fome projeds ap- 
pear to have been entertained for their refcue. 

The London Correfponding Society had continued to extend its cor- 
refpondcnce, and alfo its influence with the other Societies diiperfed in 
the country, and had, in the month of February lad, adopted a refolution 
to arrange the members into divifions . of thirty, compofed of thofe who 
lived neareft to each other, that they might eafily be affembled toe^ther 
upon any emergency. They had ajfo procured about that time a plan of 
a conditution to be formed, which was printed and circulated amon?d 
the feveraldivitions, by fome of which it had been approved, and at the 
time when the Secretary was apprehended, was about to be referred to the 
'General Meeting of Delegates for its final fanftion. By this plan, befides 
the fedion of thirty, cla£d fo as to be ready to come forth at the fame 
time, there were to be fecondary fedlions often each, under the reprefen- 
tation and dircdion of a Tythingman, There was alfo a general Com- 
mittee of Correfpondence. 

* This Committee, in fad, appears to have exided for a confiderable 
time, to have confided of a number not exceeding five, ta have tranfad- 
.cd and direded all the fecret bufinefs of the Society, and they were au- 
thorized to communicate to the larger meetings only fuch matters as they 
thought advifeable. 

It feems almod unneceffary for the Committee to point out to the ob« 
fervation of the Houfe, that a. Society (whatever be the condition of the 
individuals who compofe it) fo organized; the phrafe they adopt in their 
printed plan, and fo eonneded with other Societies in various parts of the 
iiland> is capable of giving the immediate elfed of an united operation to 
whatever meafu res may be propofed by their leaders, efpecially when thf 
recent example of France affords fo driking an indance of the dedrudivc 
cffedof fuch a combination. TheCommittee mud at the fame time re* 
nvirk, th^t this conditution (as it is called} in the declaration of prin- 


A. X794. DEBATES. 42^ 

cipks hy which it is introduced, the teds required of the Members, and 
the general frame of the provifions, evidently Ihew that the model on 
which it is formed, is that which has led to the annihilation of all regular 
Government in France, and to the defpotifm of a few Demagogues through 
the power and influence of the clubs. 

Under this ilate of things, and when all this arrangement had been pre- 
vioufly formed, the project of procuring arms was brought forward. The 
precife date when it took place cannot be afcertained, for it appears to 
nave been condudled in moil places with peculiar fecrecy and caution. 

So early as the time of the meeting at Edinburgh, the facility of pro- - 
curing arms, ' particularly pikes, the ufe and efficacy of them as it had 
been proved in France, had been difcufled at fome of the divifion meeting? » 
but no fpecific meafure to this eflfed had been taken till a much later 
period. 

About the month of March 1 794, private meetings had been held twice 
a week, in various places of and adjoining to the metropolis, for the pur« 
pofe of inftrufting men in the ufe of the firelock ; the places of fuch meet- 
ing were changed to avoid deteftion ; and were chofen by a Committee* 
They cxercifed chiefly by night; and no perfons were admitted but by a 
printed ticket, with the infcription, •• Liberty to thofe who dare to be 
free." The number of firelocks actually provided, as far as it has been 
difcovered, may fccm inconfiderable for the. execution of any defign, al- 
though, for the purpofe of teaching the exercife, it had a moft dangerous 
extent; but in refpeft of the circumftances of the perfon who p'urchafed, 
or fubfci ibcd for thepurchafe, the number is an objed of fome confidera- 
tion; and it appears that the Artillery Ho^ufe, and Gunfmith (hops, in va- 
rious pans of the metropolis, were looked to as furnifhing a ready refource 
upon occafion, and as the means of providing an abundant fupply of arma 
to perfons already inftruded in the ufe of them^ 

The Committee has ftated the number, fo far as already difcovered, 
to be inconfiderable ; but they muft add, that after they fuppofed their 
inquiry to be clofed, a recent difcovery communicated to them has added 
largely to the number. 

The ufe of pikes formed a ftill more confiderable part of the intended 
armament. The eflfed of this weapon had often been difcuflcd at meetings, 
and a correfpondence had been entered into with perfons at Sheffield For 
providing a fupply of them. ' The price for the Iron work was fixed fo 
low as a (hilling; and if the coft exceeded that amount, (which it appears 
it muft have done) the overplus was to be paid by a perfon at Sheffield, who 
was to be reimburicd by the Society. In purfuance of this plan, letters, 
dated the 2i|.th of April, were fent from Sheffield to the Correfponding So- 
ciety, and, under their cover, to another Society at Norwich, advertifing 
them that the pikes were in a forward ftate of preparation, and fixing the 
terms on which they were to be delivered. 

- The Committee think it proper to fubjoin a handbill, printed in April 
for the London Correfponding Society, and diftributed at a meeting : 

*«' Countrymen, yon arc told by thofe who are in office that you 

** are in danger of a French invafion ; you are told by thofe who arc 

** out of office that you are in danger of a Heffian or Hanoverian inva- 

•• fion: in either cafe arms will be of ufe to you.* Agree among 

** yourfelves. ,Get arms, and learn the ufe of them." 

At Sheffield, the meafure of arming with pikes, after the example of the 

French, was more openly purfued: it had been recommended in April laft, 

in public harangues, by a perfon whofe name often occurs in the courfe of 
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this confpiracy, but who has not yet been apprehended, to great number* 
of people, as well as by hand bills diflributed, exciting them to arm. 
The pikes were made under the orders of that perfon, who particularly 
diredled the form and fize of them. Several perwns were employed in the 
manufadlure, which was making a confiderable progrefs, before the alarm 
given by the apprehenfion of ihe Secretaries of the two Societies in Lon> 
don. £efides the pikes, another fort of indrument Was produced at 
Sheffield, the ufe of which was (astixplained) to be thrown about in the 
night on the road, for laming the men and the horfes who might be em- 
ployed to quell any commotions. 

In the progrefs of the examination into this conrpiracy, an accidental 
difcovecy wa& made in Scotland, * which has more fully explained the ex- 
tent of the danger, and the ample range of the whole defign. 
, From the nature of the proceedings carried on in Scotland, in confe- 
quence of that difcovery , it was impoffible for the Committee to examine 
particularly into theevidenceof it; they have therefore tranfmitted to the 
Houfc the information communicated to them on this head, in the form 
in which they have received it, and added it in an Appendix to the Re- 
port. All the obfervations they are authorifed to make upon it is, that 
the evidence which they have examined, clearly proves, ift. A decided 
purpofe /of farming another Britilh Convention in fuch central place at 
Ihould be afterwards communicated* 2d. Meafures concerted, and in 
part adually taken, for afTembling that Convention, ^d, A preparation 
of arms to oppofe and withftand any attempt to difperfe fuch a meeting, 
4th. A continued connedlion and correfpondence between thofe Societies 
in England, by whofe co-operation thefe meafures were to be executed, 
and the leading Members of the former Britilh Convention, which aftuaUy 
held its meeting at Edinburgh in November i793« 

Upon the f^Djed of the preparation of arms, the Committee have been 
forced to enter into more detail than was confident With the general plan 
of their Report in refpedl to the other parts of the cafe, which was to ftatc 
the general refult, and not the particular circumftances. 

On the moft deliberate confideration of all the evidence before them» 
it appears to the Committee, that there are the moft .convincing proofs, 
not only of a plan formed in theory, to procure, by legal means, fome par- 
dal change of the laws by which this kingdom has been happily governed, 
out of a formed confpiracy to aflemble, under the name of a Convention, a 
number of perfons afluming to be the reprefentatives of the nation for the 
exprefs purpofe of making their refolutions to be law, and of fubverting, 
by their authority, the whole frame of the Government, and the Conftitu- 
tion of this realm, its Monarchy, its Parliament, and its fundamental 
laws. 

That to effcftuate the purpofe of this confpiracy, meafures had been 
actually taken for an arrangement and diftribution of the perfons feduced 
to engage in it, a concert and communication eftabliflied between diffe- 
rent bodies of men in different parts of the country, to aflemble at fome 
certain time or place, by fome fecret concert and direction, confulta- 
tjons held of the adts to be done for the furtherance of this confpiracy of 
the moll traitorous import, and arms prepared and preparing fqr fupport- 
ing, by force, the fudden execution of thefe daring and dcfperate de- 
fig ns, the fuccefs of which, if they could have fucceeded, muft have 
produced the total fubverfion of the Conflitution, with the deftrudion of 
His Majefty-'s perfon, family and Government, and the aiinihilation of 
tiur lawi and liberties, and the mere attempt of which, though we may; 
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jaftly conclude, tliat by the loyakyof the kingdom it mqft have been de- 
feated, would have involved this coi^ntry in all the horrors of infurrcc- 
tion, from the calamities of which we have now, by the Divine Provi- 
dence, been happily exempted, 

. 'Xtie Committee mud farther obferve, that there is alfo as ftrong a 
degree of evidence as the nature of the cafe will admit, that the aim of 
tbe leaders in this cdnlpiracy extended to as complete a revolution in this 
country, as that which has taken place in France fince the month pf Au- 
gufl 1792, 

Thejr adpption of the principles and opinions of the French Conven- 
tion ; their inceflant exertions topnopagate the fame doftrines here; their' 
attachment to the interells of the French revolutionary Government; 
their pcrfuafion that there was an intimate connexion between the caufe 
they meant te ferve and the fuccefs of the French, and even their hope of 
deriving affiftance from the French arms, appear not by loofe talk, but 
by the deliberate and/ advifed difcourfes held at their meetings, by the 
written corrcfpondcnce of fome of the moll a6live Members, and by the 
communications between the different Societies ; emilTaries alfo have beea 
icnt by them among His Majefly's troops, and papers circulated in the 
vain hope of feducing them from their loyalty ; and projeds of the moll 
defperatc and flagitious nature, refpeding the Mei1\bers of both Houfe* 
. of Parliament, and even the fafety of His Majefty's mod facred perfon 
and of His Royal Family, have not merely been uttered, but entertained 
and difcuffed amongft them. 

The oftenfible obje6l of the fereral meetings whofe Members were to 
be the followers in this confpiracy, namely. Parliamentary Reform, is 
a pretext that could impofe on none but the moft credulous, ignorant, 
and unwary : The only reform they ever profefled was the eftablifhment 
of univerfal fuftrage, and anniial reprefentation ; thefe they had aflum- 
cd and declared to be theirs by inherent and unalienable right ; a righi 
not to be relinqui(hed but with their lives, and which none but thieves 
and traitors could wifli to withhold from them. 

The aflembUug a Convention was evidently not for confulting upon the 
fitnefs of .the meafure, but to be itfclf the means of obtaining it ; and 
they had previoufly difclaimed, in the mofi: exprefs terms, the only legal 
means of obtaining any change of the exifting laws by an application to 
the Legiflature, declaring that they mull depend only on their owa 
(Irength and courage, for obt^ning of what they termed their rights. 

The neceffary'refult is, that the application of fire ngth and courage 
mud have been the objedt for which fuch an aflembly was to be called, it 
not being the purpofe of thofe who formed it to obtain laws from any other 
authority but their own ; having, not only in the private meetings, but 
public declarations, openly profefled that they were to feek redrefs from 
their own lawsj and Hot from the law* of thofe they termed their plun- 
derers, enemies^ and oppreflbrs. 

The accompliflimertt 01 fuch a purpofe ne^effarily implies the overthrow* 
of all fubordination in the Staie, the abolition of the eftablilhed form of 
Parliament, together with the deftrudlion of hereditary monarchy, atid 
the fubverfion of evpry fafeguard which the wifdom of ages has eflablifh- 
cd in this happy cjuniry for the peace and welfare of fociety, for the eiiT 
couragement of induftry, morality, and religion, for the protection of 
innocence,' and the punifliment of vice, and for the fecure enjoyment of 
property, of liberty, and of life itfelf. Under the circumftances of thefe 
^efi^ns, deliberately entertained, openly avowed, and on the very point 
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of being attempted to be executed, your Committee feel that they have 
executed their duty in laying before your Lordfiiips the important refult 
of their inquiries ; and that it becomes them to leave it to ttie wifdom of 
your Lordlnips to confider what ftepsit may be proper for this Houfc to 
take, in order to manifeft its abhorrence of this wicked confpiracy ; its 
defire that every proper meature may be exerted in order to give energy 
and vigour to the executii)n of the laws by which the fubjedls of this 
tealm are protected againll thefe criminal purpofes ; and its readinefs to 
affbl'd to His Majefiy every degree of afiiflanceand fupport which is due 
from us as loyal and atfe6tionate fubjedts, and as men deeply imprelied 
with a ftnfe of Ih^ value of t)ie bleflings ^hich Wjc enjoy. 
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APPENDIX. 


No. I. 

Letter from the Right Honourable Mr, Secretary DundaSy to- the Lord 
Prifvy Sealy dated Whitehall^ May igthy 1794, inclqfing four Draughts 
ofFikesy or Spear Heads ^ 


I 


MY LORD9 Jfljitehally May 19, 1794. 


HAVE received this morning from the Sheriff Depute of the county 
of Edinburgh, authentic information of an accidental difcovery, mada 
on the 15th and i6th ult. ; the general report of which I feel it proper 
to ftate to you, as it feems materially connected with the Inquiry ia 
which the Secret Committee of the Houfe of Lords is now engaged. 

The creditors of a bankrupt having received information that part of 
his goods had been embezzled, and were fecreted in the houfe of an in- 
dividual, the ufual warrant was ilTued, authbriiing a fearch to be made 
in the fufpe6ted place ; and, in carrying it into execution on the after^ 
noon of the 15th, the officers difcovered in a private place, where they 
appeared to have been concealed, twelve pike or fpear heads of the con- 
flru6tion and dimenfions in the inclofed draught. The proprietor of the 
houfe, who happened to be from home at the time, was foon thereafter 
taken into cuilcSdy ; and, on being carried before the proper Magiftrate for 
examination, refufcd to give any account of thefe weapons, to whom they 
belonged, or for what purpofes they were intended. On a more narrow 
fearch, there was likewife difcovered in a private and concealed part of 
the houfe, two other pike or fpear heads, fimilar to the others ; two bat- 
tle axes, of the form and dimenfions delineated in the inclofed paper ; 
and a (haft or pole with a fcre\y on the end, fitted for receiving either the 
ipear head, or battle axe. 

Immediate inquiry being made after the perfons with whom this indi- 
vidual had lately been feen in company, and two blackfmiths being men- 
tioned among them, their houfes and fliops were immediately fearched ; 
one of the two was alfo taken into cuftody, the other efcaped and ab- 
fconded. In the fliop of the fir ft of thefe men were found four pike or 
fpear heads finifhed, fitted with fere ws and fockets, and ready to be fixed 
on ifhafts ; eight battle axes, alfo fitted and finifhed ; and twenty blades 
more not quite finifhed, but nearly fo. 

In the Ihop and dwelling-houfe of the other who had abfconded, nq 
fuch weapons were found ; but the apprentices, on being examined be-: 
fore a Magiftrate, acknowledged that the pike or fpear heads firft difco? 
yered had been privately manufadtured in their matter's fhop during the 
courfe of this fortnight paft, and carried privately to his houfe as foon a^ 
completed 

The battle axes and blades appear alfo to have been i;nanufa6ture4 
within this fortnight paft, and were intended, as the maker of them faid, 
for the purpofe of arming the people fliould an invafion take place ,• but 
it appears, that to his apprentices, whom he had employed in afTifting hin> 
to make them, he pretended they were meant for a gate : an account ob- 
vioully falfc, as he could not point out any gate for which thefe weapons! 
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were intended ; nor name any perfon who had ordered him' to frame a 
gate of fo particular a conflrudtion. 

Thcfe ^ir-cumftajiccs have indoced the Magiftrates to conunit all the 
perfons concerned for cxannination ; and the refult of the inquiries which 
are at prefent carrying forward, I expert will be regularly communicated 
to me. It is pioper alfo to inform your Lordfhip, thkt all the perfons 
chiefly concerned appear to have been Members of the Britilli Conven- 
tion which met at Edinburgh laft winter, and fmce the dilperfion of it, 
have continued the mod adive and leading perfons in the ibcieties wbofe 
delegates compofed the principal part of that meeting; who appear at 
prefent taking meafures for calling another Convention of the fame 
nature, which they cxpefted is^o take place foon in England ; and fome 
of whom have acknowledged, that the propriety of the individuals com- 
pofing thefe focieties arming themfelves with fjpears and pikes, has, 
within thefe few weeks pad, been the fubject of cohverfation amongft 
them, and fleps taken for carrying that purpofe into execution with cau« 
tion and fecrecy. 

The filence of one of the perfons, the inconfiftent and contradiflorjr 
account of the other, and the flight of the third, throw a very ftrong 
fufpicion on the purpofes' and intentions of the parties concerned in this 
tranfadtion. The Sheriff is, in the courfe of his duty, proceeding to in- 
•vcftigate the matter more accurately : But I confider it necefTary and 
proper to communicate, through your Lordflnp, to the Committee, in- 
formation fo intimately connected with the objeft of inquiries, however 
imperfedt that information ilill is ; but which I have no doubt will foon 
be completed. 

I am,, my Lord, 
Your Lordlhip's mod obedient humble fervant, 
N HENRY DUNDAS* 

^:c moft nohk M^r^uis of Staffor4^ 


f"^ 


Draught, No. i. 

Referred to in Mr. Secretary Dundas's Letter, dated Whitehall, 19th 
May, 1 794, contains the dimenfions of the head of a pike or fpear ; 
fou r teen 'fin i filed ones found in the houf(iof Robert Watt, merchant; 
two finiflied ones were alfo found in the houfe of Robert Orrock, 
fmith, who acknowledged he made them; eighteep upfii^ifhed ones 
were alfo found in the houfe or (hop of Orrock. 

Draugi|T, No. 2, 

Contains the exa6l dimenfions of one weapon found in the pofTeffioo of 
Robert Watt, 

Draught, No. 3, " 

Contains the exa6^ dimenfions of another weapon found in the .poflefHon 
of Robert Watt ; alfo of an iron venal for putting on the end of a ftaff 
or pole. 

Draught, No. 4, 

Contains the exa£l dimenfions of a weapon found in the workfliop of Ror 
bcrt Orrock, fmith, at Dean, near Edinburgh ; nine others of the fame 
|ciud were alfo found in the f^me place. 
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No. II. 

Letter from the Right Honourable Mr. Secretary Dundas^ to the Lord' 
' Privy Seal^ dated Waitehall^ May 23^/, 17949 inclojtng copy of a printed 
pafer^ dated Dundee ^ iith April^ 1794* 

. MY LORD, . Whitehall^ z^d May^ 1794- 

I HAVE received this' morning farther accounts from the Sheriff De- 
pute of Edinburgh of the tranfadlion flated in my laft letter, and the 
refi:h of the inquiries fince made by that Magiftratc, and which are flill 
going forward, appear to me of fuch a nature as to deferve the particular 
attention of the Secret Committee, 

•One of the individuals mentioned in my former letter has fince made 
a difclofure ; atkl a perfon fince taken into cudody, and who appears to . 
have been privy to the whole tranfa£tion, has confefTed that thefe wea- 
pons were the nrft of a very large number and quantity a6tually ordered . 
to be made, and intended to be privately difperled among the Members 
of the various Societies throughout Scotland, ftyling themfelves Friends 
of the People, and who appear to be at prefent employed in taking mea- ' 
fures for calling together another Britifh Convention of Delegates to be 
held in England. An order has been given from one town alone in 
Scotland fo^ a large quantity of weapons of the nature defcribed ; no left 
a number than four thoufand has been mentioned, and more are intended 
to be diftributed in Edinburgh. Emiffaries appear alfo to have been' 
difpatched within this fortnight or three weeks paft to the man ufadlu ring 
towns in the weft of Scotland, for the purpofe of founding the inclina- 
tions of fuch of the inhabitants there who are known to be Members of 
thefe Societies, and there is reafon to believe, from information received 
from various different quarters, that thefe perfons have by no means been 
unfuccefsful. 

Paifley is in particular alluded to as being in a ftate of great readinefs ; 
and there has been pofitive information received through other channels^ 
that within thefe three weeks, perfons of that defcription have aflembled 
, themfelves to a very confiderablc number in the night-time for the pur- 
pofe of praiSlifing the ufe of arms. The particulars of this information, 
and the extent to, which thefe meetings have proceeded, arc at prefent 
matter of inquiry with the proper Magiftrates of the place, but the refult 
has not yet been received. 

The formation of this plan is now traced home to certain perfons, fome 
of whom are in cuftody, who appear to be cntrufted by thefe Societies 
in Scotland with the moft unlimited powers in direding their future pro- 
ceedings, carrying on their correfpondence, and who a£t as a Committee 
of Secrecy, confifting of a certain number of perfons, the principal and 
mojft a£tive Members of the Britifli Convention. The choofing of Dele- 
gates to the cxpedled Convention in England, the place of whofe meeting 
is not yet divulged, and the raifing of contributions among the various 
Societies throughout Scotland for defraying the charges of fuch Delegates, 
appear to be the material part of their prefent employment, and in which 
it would feem they have made fome progrefs; and it is the fame Com- 
mittee who have for thefe fome weeks paft been confulting andT taking 
meafures for arming themfelves and the members of the various clubs 
with pikes and battle-axes, and who have employed the perfons above- 
mentioned in manufacturing them. The fcheme appears to have been 
firli propofed aod agreed upon about a month ago ; to have been fince 
carried on with the utmoft fpcrecy and caution ; and the weapon &, fo far 
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as has yet been difcovcred, manufactured by fuch perfons, in fuch fraall 
quantities, in fuch circumflances, and under fuch pretences, as not to 
render the progrefs of the work probably liable to fufpicion or detection ; 
and it was brought to light by the very accidental and fingular incident 
which I mentioned in my former letter. 

I have the fatisfadtion of obfcrving* that the magiftrates and officers of 
the law in Scotland have been and dill continue active in the fearches 
and inquiries making at the different fufpedled places within their refpec- 
tive jQrirdi£tions. In Perth and Dundee nothing has been difcovcred 
which can lead me to believe, that meafures have been taken in either 
of thefc places for making arms, the manufacture of which fecms to 
have been confined to Edinburgh, and intended to have been gradually 
difperfed from thence to fuch places as require them. No fuch weapons 
have been difcovcred at Paifley or in its neighbourhood, though the in- 
tention of arming and holding regular nightly meetings are perfectly 
afcertained. 

Information has alfobecn communicated, of the authenticity of which 
there is no room to doubt, that a coufpiracy hjts been formed, as foon as 
a proper number of thefe weapons were diftributed among the Friends of 
•the people in Edinburgh, to leize in the night the perfons of the prin- 
cipal magiflrates and officers of the law, the banks, the public offices, 
guards, and prifon, and after enticing the foldiery frorh the Caftle, by 
kindling a fire in the middle of the city, to intercept them on their re- 
turn, by means of different armed parties to be properly ftationed for that 
purpofe. 

It appears likewifc from indifputable faCts, that the mo ft fecret and 
artful means have been and are ftill ufing with the Fenciblc regiments 
in Scotland to excite them to difobediencc and mutiny. The printed 
paper which I herewith tranfmit, has been induftrioufly circulated for 
that purpofe. 

I have the honour to be, my Lord, 

Your Lordllnp's mofl obedient humble fervant, 

HENRY DUNDAS. 
Marquis of Stafford. 


tnchfed in Mr, Dundas^s Letter to Lord Pri<vy Stal^ dated May i^d^ 1 794. 

(Copy.)* 

FRIENDS Al^D BRETHREN, 

IT is with the greatcft pleafurc that your countrymen, are informed, 
*rhat fuch is your attachment and love to them, and to your native 
countr}', that you manfully and firmly refolve not to leave it upon any 
terms contrary to thofe upoh which you were firft engaged. Your 
tountrymen love you ; and their hearts would be as much wounded to 
part with you, as yours would be to be feparated from them. They 
well know that they are fafe under the protection of their fathers^ their 
JpnSf their brothers in arms 5 and they neither wifti nor defire any other 
defenders. — tThey hope and believe that^^ttr hearts are filled with the 
fame fentiments. 

* The words in l4alicks are in large letters in the printed copy. 
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Th^ great mafs of ihtpe9ple^ from amongft whom you bare inliHed* 
l\ave been reprefeoted to you as your enemies ; believe not the afTertion ; 
they have been taught to confider j^^v as foes ; but they do not fear find- 
ing friends among their brethren* 

^ Their gaufe and yours is the famc,^— They are poor, but they have 
lioneft hearts; hearts which fympathife in^^wrcaufe ; they look for tho 
lame friendfhtp and the fame fympathy in you. They rejoice to hear 
that you are becoming daily, more convinced of the great truth that the 
iaw •ught to be the fame to the Highlander and to the ^J^vlander ; to 
the rich and to the foor ; and that no man can be compelled to take up 
afms, by aty authority wbatfoevir^ unlefs his oitjn incUnations prompt him 
Jo to do. 

This truth hat been hitherto carefully concealed from you, but it is 

j&ot lefs certain. The will of your Laird cannot imtbottt your own con* 

/tnt^ feparate you from your families and friends, although many of you 

mav have experienced the exertions of fuch a poweri however unjufl, 

4ina however contrary to law. 

We refpe6t and admire the principle which induces you (though ne- 
cefiit'y has compelled you to take up arms) flill to perfi^ in remaining to 
defend your friends at home ; and not to quit a country which holda 
pledges io dear. 

When jftf« are gone, where is their defence ?— They may be eith^er left 
^thoui proteHion^ or may foon fee their country over-run by foreign 
troops; luch as in time pau have already (lied the blood of your anceflors 
■Without provocation, and without remorfe ; and who would feel perhap* 
^ little compundiion in ihedding theirs. 

Prepared Tor every deed ofhorror^ thcfe foreign mercenaries mzy vio' 
late the chajtify of your wives, your lifters, and your daughters, and, 
W&en defire is fatiated, cruelty may refume its place in' their hearts, as 
experience has too well and too fatally fliewn ; and friends, parents, 
children, brothers, may be involved in one common {laughter. The 
cruel maifacre of Glencoe cannot yet be forgotten : Are there not amOngft 
you whofe forefathers perifhcd there ? Their hearts, throbbing with 
kindnefs and hofpitality, were pierced with the daggers of their treache- 
rous guefts ; and the fcaft prepared by the hand of unfufpe^Hng friend- 
. ihip was clofed with a fcene of blood ! Such is the return for kindnefs 
and hofpitality! Such the prote^on which your families have to ex- 
pcft!!! 

How will they then look around in vain for ^««r protecting care, 
when perhaps you are fighting at a diftance in a foireign land ? But they 
hope you will not foffake them. Stay, oh flay, and defend your fami- 
lies and friends ! for that purpofe alone yim <u3ere inlifled. They are ready 
to come forward ior you in the vindicaiion Qiyour rights. 

Thoufands join in the fame fentiments with j<^, and ardently wifh for 
your continuance amongft them. The clrcumllancea which might re- 
quire you to quit your Country have notytt taken placf. No invafion hat 
yet happened. You <Jannot be compelled to go. Leave iiot your country 
— Aflert your independence. Your countrymen will look up to yon as 
their FroteRors znd Guardians^ and will in their turn lift up their arjns XQ 
j>rote£t and a(M j^/v. 

* 

Dundee, April 12th 1794. 

• • — 

* Sic. in cng*. 
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No. III. 

Litter from the Right Honourable Mr, Secretary Dundas to the LordFrbvy 

Seal^ dated Whitehall^ 2\th May^ ^794- 

Whitehall, 2^h May^ 1794- 
My Lord, 

1 HAVE received no further accounts of the refult of the inquiries 
going on in Edinburgh ; but 1 am lorry to ftate that I have received in- 
formation from the Sheriff of the county of Renfrew^ confirmed by let- 
ters received from other re(pe6lablc perfons in Paifley, that the Magif- 
trates of that 'place having, in the courfe of their inquiries, committed 
on the afternoon of the 19th a man to cuftody for further examination, a 
confiderablc number of perfons (feveral hundreds aflembled in the even- 
ing, and after choofing a Prefident, whom they addreffed by the title 
of Citizen Prefident) voted a number of refolutions to the following 
purpofe : 

That a National Convention (hou-ld be immediately called, to which 
they would fend delegates. 

That they (hould not petition Parliament, as it was to themfelves 
alone, and to fuch Convention, they could look for rcdrcfs. 
.They then proceeded to conlider the condud of the Sheriff and Ma- 
giftratcs in committing their brother Citizen, as he was termed : And 
after much difcuffioh as to the propriety of immediately releafing him by 
force, the majority fcemcd inclined to take mild meafures firft, and to 
fend a deputation to alk his releafe ; but the Magiftrates having received 
information of what was intended, and difmiffed the man from cuftody, 
the mob difperfed with three Cheers, having been piTvioufly inftru^led 
by theirPrcfident to abftain from further tumult, and to obferve a peace* 
able and orderly conduc!:^* 

The authority of the Civil Magiftrate is in the mean time entirely fu- 
perfeded, and until a proper force is fent to protect them in the future 
execution of their duty, which has been anxioufly required by the She- 
riff and Magiftrates, they dare not proceed in the common courfe of legal 
and judicialinquiry againll any of the perfons who are fufpe£ted of being 
concerned in thefc violent and tumultuary proceedings. But it cannot 
cfcapc the obfervation of the Committee, how accurately this intelli- 
gence correfponds ^vith, and confirms the information yefterday com- 
municated, as to the flatc of the minds of thefe people in that neighbour- 
hood, the alarm which their leaders feel as to the refult of the legal in- 
quiries at prefent depending, and the regular fyftematic connexion be- 
tween them and the leaders afEdinburgh, as difcovered from the yet un* 
finifhed andhafty examinations taken in that city. 

I have the Honour to be, 

My Lord, 
Your Lordlliip's moli obedient 
The moft Noble • Humble Servant, , 

The Marquis of Stafford. HENRY DUNDAS. 
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No. IV; 

Letter from the Right Honoxrahle Mr, Secretary Dundas to the Lord Primif 

Sealy dated Whitehall^ 2*]th May^ 1794- 

Whitehall, i^th May, 1 794. 
My Lord, 

I HAVE this morning received farther information from Scotland, 
which appears to me proper to be communicate;? to the Committee. 

.The perfons in whofe cuOody the weapons formerly defcribed were 
found, appear to have a£led for fomc time part under the name of a 
Committee of Ways and Means appointed by the'Britifli Convention ; 
and to have been empowered by the various focieties throughout Scot- 
land to direct all their future proceedings, by means of cmiflaries pri- 
vately difpatched to different parts of the country. The Qommittee ha^ 
fignitied to, and prepared a number of the focieties for the approaching 
Convention in England; many of whom have chofen, and, all, as far as 
is yet known, agreed to choofe delegates to attend it, and fubfcribe for 
their expcnces. The time and place of Meeting was not divulged ; and 
were to be communicated from Edinburg, in proper time, by individuals 
to be fent from thence for that purpofe, whofe arrival was daily looked 
for by lieveral of the different focieties. One of the Members 01 the late 
Convention at Edinburgh appears, within this fortnight paft, to have 
beea difpatched, and to have at^lually performed an extenfive tour through 
the Weft part of Scotland ; to have vifited, in his progrefs, the towns of 
Quieensferry, Falkirk, Stirl'ng, St. Njnians, Kilfyth, Kirkintuloch, 
Camprie, Glafgow, and Pajlley ; in all of which places he appears to 
liaye-met with the principal perfons concerned in thefe focieties ; to have 
left with them and the Members of the focieties copies of a circular let- 
ter from the Committee of Edinburgh, and inftru^tcd them in what man- 
nci: they were in future to carry on their correfpondence : and to have 
fuggefted to them the propriety of furnifliing themfelves with arms for 
the purpofe s of defence, under the pretence of defending themfelves 
againft foreign troops. 

An attempt has been made to diflribute feme of the weapons lately 
difcovered at Edinburgh, by means of perfons privately difpatched to 
the country for that purpofe, and which feems only to have fa :ed in its 
execution from the timidity of the perfons folicited to do fo. 

An individual of'the fame defcription has been taken into cuftody in 
the country, who appears to have commillioned, and adlually received 
from England fome mulkets and bayonets : On being queftioned by the 
proper Magi ft rate, be has refufed giving any explanation farther than 
that he commiffioned them in the way of his bufinefs. But it does not 
ippear that he ever dealt in fuch articles before ; no perfon appears to 
have commillioned him to procure any fuch, and there feems to be full 
evidence of his having* folicited others to purchafe what they of them- 
felves were not thinking of, or wiftiing to provide. 

He admits having corfefpohded with the London Correfponding So- 
ciety on the fubje6t'of a Convention, pndthat the ibciety, of which he 
is a leader, had agreed to fend delegates to it as foon as the time and place 
of meeting fliould be divulged. 

A requifiiion has been made by the Magiftrates and principal inhabi-r 
tants of Paifleyfor a military force to protect them in the execution of 
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tended to* It is with niqeliikch&£li(xi I infarm your LordDiip, tlist the- 

Ifefitlemea ^eiiace and cliaratSker Iti the county of Renfrew Kaivc irolun- 

tariiy ibpped forvrardii ^md decerniiacd to lupport the autb;9iity of the 

Cml JtogHlratc. / . \ 

> . ' I have ^lifc Honour to be, /'. . *. ' V 

. , My {x)rd| ^ 

' Your LordHups mod obedient 
• , Humble Servant, 

H^NRYDIXNDAS; . 


i i li t, > 


No. V, ' 

%Mtrfi^ the Riphi tionimrahlp Mr» SecretOfy Dundat to tbi horiPx^vf 

%aU dated WyjefSall^ zd June I'ji^^. - 

'mV lord, ' Ifhitehalh idyune^ i794« 

. THE Infertnation I hare received this Morning from Edipburgh .en* 
ibles me to'fhite to the Committee^ that the trahla^iions communicated 
in my fi)rn)er letters are farther* cleared up by the inquiriei^ which have 
fince taken place m that City. - > 

Sortie of the perfonfr who abfconded on the iirfl: difcoyery of the armt 
concealed In ecrfaiii Hottfes have been difcovered and apprehended; and 
the refult of thefe farther inc^uiries confirms, in almoil every particular, 
the account received from other Qgarters, and the In^port of which I hav« 
already laid before the Committee, The eflablilhment of a Secret Com- 
mittee at Edinburgh, inv^ed with full powers to direA the future ope-^ 
rations of the Societijes throughout Scotland; the regular correfpondence 
privately carried on by metns of emiffaries fiifpatched to the different 
'tpwnsi the afcertaitting the exad nutnber of perfons m thefe Societies 
|vho were directed to provide tnemfelves with arms, and to hojid them* 
ielves in readinefs for any meafure which the Secret Committee might 
in due time communicate, are confirmed by every account and information 
which the Magtfiratet have rcceiv;ed: and in individual, wljio has beeix 
lately. taken into cudody, has confirmed the account received from adif<- 
ferent quarter of the dangerous defigni planned by the Edinburgh Com- 
.xnittee, of effe^ing a general infurre<5iioo ^ foon as they were ready and 
prepared for carrying it into execution? bythefcizure of the prindpal 
Maglllratps Aiid 0$cers of thb Law at midnight, andpofleffingthemielvs 
of the Prlfons and l^uU^c OiHces, ^ fiated to ybur Lordfhipin my letter 
of the a3d of May, fX\A then . commuiii^ted through^ difiereu^ channel 
from that through which the prefent confirmation of thefe circumftancfet 
has been teceived. The plan fcems not only to h^ve been difcufTed and 
deliberated on by the Ringleaders a< Ip^lnburgh, but to have proceeded 
a certain degree in its fteps towards a^ual exccLTtion, which appear to have 
been conducted with the utmoil caution *, and there ia reaioh to believei 
that the execution of the' plan was not to. be confined to Editiburgh, but 
was meant to take place infoine of |bemo(Lc^tidetabie towns in&^otland 
pn a certain day, and at one and the fame tii^ne. The proper and ufual 
([eps have beea taken for bringing thejQffenders to trial; and thofe again^ 
' Inborn the information chiefiy pointsV' arevdet^ed in cuflbdy. 
' '. .^ ^ .. 1 tave the I^?)noux to be, My Lord, 

• ,, Your Lordfhib'^Anofi obedient Humble Servant, 

ttENRY DUNDAS^ 

■It- . - < " •> 

' _ ■ 

XND OF TITS TttltTV'-KrTW'rii i»£^\it\Mif. 


